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m 3—(ii) 

PART II—Section 3--S»b-section (li) 


irtTiT 'f* nitTJTTf (tw n?t ^fKt:) iTtiT ntd fRtr irtf stt^tt fOr sTfatr^rnt 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) 


firftr, vtpt wtr 'PT't 

(fMij fsHTFi') 

(rTpfq^" 

^ 7 frrTm, 1995 

spT. ^TT. 2594.—fvFTft, 195(=i%fim G% 
it trsiPT srrFtHTvr jrrvT *i'99i '^t Tprft ^ 
»ift ^ 'tHt, i smwifl 

f?PHT ^ f^TTVf 4 % trsffvr n.-p % 

fm f^T t (n?ii'i’^) 

srp^^ ^rrir % it 'Tv f^*fT 

■jfV tmv ^ 7.7T % tmtpT % 

^ ^fmr TTP if ifit prh ^TTT TTPT I 

[vf. . 5(1 G 7 ) / 9.5 - VTlf 4^] 

rff ifr ^nuM, TT50T irrf'J'TTft 


ministry of law, JOSTICE and COMPANY" 
AFFAIRS 

(D^rortment of Legal Affairs) 

(Judicial Section) 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 7ih September, 1995 

S.O. 2594.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Au¬ 
thority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956 that 
application has been made to the said Authority, under Rule 
4 of the said Rules, by Sh, Kapil Deo Pandey, Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise in Sakinoku in- Hombay 
(Maharashtra). 

2. Auy objeciit'n to the appointment of the saM person 
;is Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen dnvs of the publication of this notice, 

INo. F, 5 (]07)/95-lndL) 
P. C. KANN.AN,-Competent AiithoTfty 


2174 GI/‘95—1 


(34fi9) 
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teft, 7 1995 

m. an, 2595.—nfeftar fntriT. 195G%f^T’W6^ 

Jr nainr srrTsprrd mj ^ri ^ nrd^ | 
% r?r^ an, Jr ^ snfanrfr 

OtW % fWT 4 % nsfEr rpfr ^ ^ % 

ferr I ftf? ^ fnnr ^^rnrinT ^4n, fw 
^jxiTFTT ^ qr 

ftnft 'fft WT nr WNCT w ^iw % srnrinn % 

fnr % 'ftcK fnfnn ^ Jr ^ <TFr '^nr mE i 

[n. 5 ( 166)/9 5-'mf3m] 

'ft. ?fT. n«nn, nwn snftrnrft 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 7th September, 1995 

S.O. 2395,—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Au- 
thorily in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956 
that application has been mode to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Sh. Jaswant Singh DhuLl, Ad¬ 
vocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Distt. 
Courts Kaithal, Distt. Kaithal (Haryana). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may bo submitted in writing to the undcrsignesl 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No, F. 3 ri66)/95-Jiidll 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 

’FTIw, ftiWIrT, fWr TVI1T WFTT 

(jprf%qT wft 5rf!rr«T'7 1 wit) 

Tf fttesfl, 29 SETTOT, 199 5 

4 iT. ?rr.2596 ,—!?<rj sHw rif^T 
1973 ( 1974 % ^iftjfTTF 2) trPT 
(a) JTTT w?r qrsrqEr qrtft gq; ftt tr^. 

ITT^ Itfawr 4i't fqTlR jftrTT ?'mdT % fdtlfad 

ir^ftTH HW- 3/83 ?fV, 'ETT^. !{;. (ft) STTR- 

vtnftd'-c ii;rT. 'T. ftuft ft tj^r ft 

ft. ft ^TtTT ^ frftlT'.T Jirrm^T 

f?eft rr«rr ?rftvr ^^rr^mrir feft Jr ?if4iTftrT % 

% fft^ fr^ ft5T ftirT'rsr^i 'rnft 11 

[rrerr - 225 / 35/95 -i^. ft. ft-II)] 
ftr. ft'qr TT^rr, setit irPq-q- 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, P. G. AND PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel & Training) 

New Delhi, the 29th August, 1995 

S.O, 2596.^—In extrcisc of the powers conftrred by .sub¬ 
section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Sh, N. S. Mathur Advocate, as Special iHiblic Prosecutor, 
for conducting the prosecution of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment Regular Case No. 3/83-CIU (P) State versus 
Lt, Col. S. J. Choudhary relating to the murdtr of Kiishan 
Sikand son of Sh, H, D. Sikand at New Delhi in the court 


[Part II— 3 (!i)] 

of Sessions. Delhi and the appellatc/revislonal Courts at 
Delhi. 

[No, 225/35/95-AVD II] 
S. SOUNDAR RAJAN. Gnder Secy. 

fftST ftlFTT 
(THTFr fftrrtr) 

[W'FT: (^) 4iT Tlftw] 

10 'fnf, 1995 

?TT4'h'T 

'FT. 511. 2597.—TmiOTT'iT ft tlcTTSm felT 

EETTcrr t f% fftftftfftr ftrsq" ft, 5nT!frr ftiifftTF, 
1961 ft mn 35 ft 'grtmi (1) % fts- (ii) % 
ftltr mJLFT IftTR ^ fftPT 6 % TlftrTTft 

am fftftftlftT 5T?ff 'TT % TITF % 5lft^ 

^njftfft fw im I;— 

(i) ftmr ^TT^aFT mft % ffti wt ftsTrt 
mtTT, 

(ii) T? ?iftr ftTifftE" FrFTOTT frsrft 5 :ift qrr 

trq? qrfw fd'mr qtf %• ftnr stf^t/w 

% 31 ^ ^ ftftfTF 'ET'J'TqrtT 

ftftftrft HFI, wftft Tft, Hf flFft- 

110016 ft ■4'?% ftr 

(iii) T 7 aftqr % 3 i ?rfg;^ dfr ftar- 
TftftTd' mfF'iT ft ftr (<r) tErnFR FgTfftsrL 
(®j), (jjt) ftftr ttTTft'F d-q-T ftftftrd: 

fr^TTF ftK (f) ?n'5r4nr mFr/iinT^rr (^ 5 :) 

fftrF t^d'Tfsi'Tn; ii ifft ftrr-T 'mn ^ ftr sriwr 
5 ifaftrTJT, 1901 ft srm 35(1) ii ft ft fTft Pfnrr 
W ftfjT ^ ir ii'TT-TftftT TTFr-’ETT 
ft ft ETF^fT ftftr I 

ftreT 'FT dTT 

Fftr dim Ffrc fVfr^ fttW, 

F. 126, ft. T7T. ft> ft?, ft. TpR, 

RITFT - 1 7 

felid: 1-1-9.-1 T 3 1-2-93 dTi ft' 
?Tdfa' % fiiE srtTift Ii I 
fftphi: 

1 . ft ( 1 ) ''.ft” ftrr ft»T % f^'iTT ^TiF 

fti I 

2 . 'Tmr ft ftTT 'TTTT ^ ft yrftrTT 

ft tEI^fiT mTk T ftt( 

fftw (^?) ftftfi ^iftEpTP: if ftrm 
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'T^ I V lueim- ?!■ igFT'rr?; Tf^rPr^iiT^? 

(^t), jp^TWT Jfft ^rfir^rt ii wrt^ 
?RiTt^ ?T«rfEr Jr 

?rTt?nT-'T?r ^ 6 

ar'lirifn^ ar^^rmn' fwpr'ft 11 

[^rW : 1406/tITi. 4 . Tf. f^./?rT. ^.(^)/ 

11^.-29/35 (i) (ii)l 

WK. ^ !TT4^ 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

Calcutta, the 10th July, 1995 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2597.—It is hertby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, tor the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-.section (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category ‘ Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 

accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 

research activitic.s to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each 
year: and 

till) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretaiy, Department of 
Scientific &. Industrial Research, and (c) ?ommi»- 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having Jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, by the 31st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annu.nl Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect! 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted upder sub-scction (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

M/s. Bala Mandir Research Foundation, 

No. 126, O. N, Chetty Road, 

T, Nagar, Madras-!?. 

This Notification is cllective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes : 

(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised as associations. 

<2) Tlic organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and wcU in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissumcr 
of Income-tax/Director of Income Ta.\ (Exemption.s't 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. I406/F. No. DG/lT(E)/Cal|TN-29135(I)(ii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

10 Wf, 199 5 
2598 .— 

fVtrcsTFn ^ WTWT sErfErf^m, 

1P9 1 ^ ^TKT 3 5 ■'jit (i) ^ (ji) % 


strRafrrftFrB % 6^ STEftB RlfKfBTTO 

arcr BBf bt "bcbr” % % ?i'iftB 

BiJB'tfBB f^BT BBI — 

(i) ?tB3B ?FJBtJTB ?BTB 

I 

(ii) Bf B'TB BBrfBBi ^f^BBBTBB 

BTfBB? fBBTB BfBBi fBrftB BB % Bf^BT BB % 

3 1 Bi^ BBI bTbB, tTTTfBB? B Bi sftfBB? ?FJBETR fBBTB, 
BIBB'lfBB^t ^TBB BffTfft Bt 110 0 16 
Bft B^BT, iffC 

(iii) B? BfBBi b 4 % 31 BBSBT fTB? ^BTI— 
B'AtfftB BifB'FJmrBJV Jiffr (b?) btbb:?: B^fB^rspr 
(®b), BfBB ^riRF BBT Btlfrfw BBBBTB fBBTB 

(b) BrBBiT5TrJJBB/iBTBBiTB?TfB^B?f|(^e) fBB% 

^^ifuBB?: B BBB BB^B BSBT | tlTBBn: BfU- 
fBBB, 19 61 bB ETITT 3 5 ( 1) B iiV Bf fcB# fB?BT 
BBT BBTbb B: Bit B BaT-BJitefiB BTB-^BB f^BTB 
Bit »fT BRTT B?Jbt I 

B^.^ft.^T, fBBJf'T BBRlfBBBT, 
iTtrp f?:BB BTBBB Btf^f^BBi 

60-9-10, ffnSTBB BBC, 
fB3lBTBT-5 20010. 

BCtSB BB BPT 

B? BfET^BBT fBBTBT 9-6-95 B 31-3-97 BBTB?i3TBfB 
% fBtr BBliir t I 

: 1. BBBBB BB ( l) "BB” ^ BB^t % fBlI 
BTtJ,B^ ^tBT I 

2- BBBB Bit ^WTB fBBT BIBr ^ ^ BiJ- 

BtBB Bft BBfBBBlB %fBtI BTBBTC BTBBi/ 
BTBBTC fBBBPF (^b) fBB% B 

BBBB BBBT | % BT6BB % BIBBiC B^T- 
fB^BBT (^), BRBTBTBit fftB srfBB't B 
BitBB Bi^, B3 Jb 1TB Bft BBfB B?TB ^ 
Jr BT^BB-BB B^t 6 BfBBT 
fBBTB Bit BRBT | I 

[BW ; 1407/ffBi.B. B.fB./BT.Bi, (^)/’BB./ 

H. 'tt.-22/35(i) (ii)] 
BTR. 1%?, BB fB^BBi 
Calcutta, the 10th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2598.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category "Institution” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 



year; and 

(ill) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Ta.r (Exemptions), (bj Secretary, Department of 
Sclentilic & Industrial Research, and (cj Commis- 
sioher of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi- 
satiou, by the 31at October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect' 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

name of THE ORGANISATION 

KCP Ncphro-Upolo^ical Centre and Research Faundaiion, 

Pinnameni Polyclinic 60-9-10, Siddarthan Nagar, 

- Vijayawada-520010 

This Notification is effective for the period from 9-6-95 
to 31-3-97. 

Notes; 

(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 

categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of (he 
approval, to the Director General of Income ff’ax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax (Exemplionsi 
having jurisdiction o\-or the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
bo sent directly to the Secretary, Department ol 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

(No. I407/F. No. DG/IT(E)/Cal|AP-22|35(l)(ii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy Director 


'Pt »it RPgfT I 

t'/T. 'ft. 5fT. 

Tt®-, 

^C’JTFfr tiff’’: 5 b 0 (11 b 

fsRTffi 1-4-95 % 31-3-98 W ffd 

% fsTt? 11 

: 1. 51^ (i) ' 5f: 

^ fffrfFTT 1 

2- fftr feT 'ffTfTT | ‘ri 51^- 

Eff^ri- 

ftiRiR it TSffT I % RrsqiT ft 

RTIH-T: JT^Tfff^tJTqr (war), fficFFHr ffttrfFT 

afifftfl if ffiT, ^ SRftT 

^ it ^ 

b Rffff-rfff afiT afmtf’Tffi 

?F|iraTff spt =fRffT 11 

(^®TT: 1408/tFE. ?t. iT.fff./?n .sp , 

46/35(l)(ii)] 

UK. f?f5,enTfff^ 
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(ii) It will liiniish the Annual Return of its scientific ^ if irt^T-TATSTff 5fnT-“'4'T 

research activities to the Secretary, Department of - 

Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
BhaWan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for ctvery financial year by 31st May of each 


10 1995 

?TTff *PT 

Bpr.m. 2 599 .—fftt = 5 ^^ 

Wffr ^rffr f. fff ffffd'Rrftg'ff ^'t, ?TfsrfirtTff, 

1961 ^ OTTT 35 ^ tHTtmT ( l) % (li) % 

% fffTff 6 % ?ratT farfcr srrfiRrrTr 
STTT wnT tt: %■ 

f^ffr fiffi I ;— 

(ii) 11? ^r^tfr wit'PTi:'.^ 

enfRffT fsTTOT ^ fsTO; 57^41 aPT % 

31 ^ Jltaifw iff'TITErnT fffRTff, 

'‘'fft^tftf’Tff^r vT^', TR, trf r^r-110016 

Sid 'iTffffT, ?ftT 

(iii) ff? ^ if 3 1 cTffi 

, 'TfrsfFr %rr fffr Rfa- (sp) 

- , (^)- (’31) TirstR ffdl tEFT^tm 

ftWJT ^fiT - (ffj--srnT?R WT^sfT/!rFFR: R^rMffpp {m ) 
it ^ WK ^fnETT 

dffrfffffff, lobfdft ^rm',35(i) it 


Calcutta, the lOtfa July. 1995 
INCOME tax; 

S.O. 2599.—^It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category "Institution” subject to the following conditions 

(i) The organisation will mainlain separate books of 

accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 

research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific &, Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhuwan’, New Mehrauli Road, New DeIhi-110016 
for every linancial year by 31st May of each 
year and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 

Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, iDepartment of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Dlrcctor of Income lux 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, by the 31st October each year, a •-opy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited' Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
anted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
come Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANlSAIIpN 

LPG Equipment Research Centre, 

Opposite Indian Oil, LPG bottling Plant, 

Whiteficld Road. Dooravaninagar Post, 
Biing.ilore-560016. 
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This Notification 'is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes ; 

(I) Condition (i) above will not apply to orettnisations 
categorised as associations. 

'.2t Tlic organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
fFxomptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax/Director of Income Ta.x rHxcmpfions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, 

[No. 1408/F. No. DO/IT('FVKT-46|35(l)(ii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

sfT^fTFrr, loisrinf, 1995 

4iT.?TT. 2000.—^T^SITTtn' % 

fen ^TRiT ^ f% feTrfnfer nnsn nfn- 

fePR, 1901 jpt arp"! 35 nrffRr ( 1 ) nit (ii) 
%feT arTfFR.fem- %feiTT 0 %?T£fe 
SRT fenfeNff Nfff <JX "?TF4Tt" ^ % Nsftn 

nwfcr fwT w t :— 

(i) ilFTRtJR ti? fer wr 
Tijin I 

(ii) nijRiJFr nsisift 1^41 

mfe? feTN 51^41 feftn Epf % fsTtr jpj- % 

31 rI Rfer, Rsnfefi sf nMfer 

srm'ifeft ^#fr ctt. r? 110010 

«ri sflT; 

(iii) sRRsr RR % 31 rot- 

qTrt^ftR RrtRRi iFsTI 4^1 SiIr (sfi) RTiFfP; 

(^^). (^) RRifep mr R^RsiiR 

ftwi wk (n) RTTOt rwrr/wfft r^^( 
feR% tff^fy^ilT R sJ'W Ruod 'TRcTT ^ RfR^K 
Rfs-feTR, 1961 4^ tJKT 35( l) R R^R? fwRfeTf 
RRT RRfef ®R % RTt li %NT-T<t4f)R RTR-ntr f^TR 
RT 'ffr sflRRl 1 

RRSR -fif RfiT 

lilfT RTfeit Ri%4;n felR RiktRR, 

15-3-17 Rfefr RfRFkqkr, 

RftrgRRT felTR: 9-6-95 R 3 1-3-97 RRfn 

% fRR RRraTl I 1 

fstRirt; 1. 'dMR'W rR (i) "rr" rrt rrr % fvrc[ 

RF; R^ flRT I 

• 2 . RRSR 'Rt ^IR fRRl RFdT $ fffi tf RR- 
RtRR Rft R^rn RSI^ % InR RTR47R RF3f,Rfr/ 

RTRTp; fRkrR' (^] fe# feknfiFRn; r 


RRSR ROT % k RTRTR R RTRRP; R^- 
(^^)i OTRRTT rR RVR hRimI R 
RTR3R RTC, RRR'NIR RR RNTr RSIR R 

' -5 

RRR R fer RtRottR rR 6 RfRfRfT 
7jfRR, RWrfRRT Rtt aRRrfRRT RiJRRrR 
fRRlR RT RXRT | 1 

[RsrT 1409/qR. R, R.fR./Rr.47. 

0 . 'R.-24/35( l) (ii)] 
RR. fRf, RRTrRr^ 

Calcutta, the 10th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2600.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 3.5 of the iicome Tax Act, 1961 imder the 
category “Institution" subject to the following conditions r— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 

accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) ll will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 

research activities to the Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by SIst May of each 
year: and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 

Tax (F.xemptions), (h) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) .Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tux/Director of Income 'J'ax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, bv the 31st October each year, a wOpy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activiiics for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 oi 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Free Polio Surgical & Research Foundation, 

15-3-17, Chandini Maharanipeta, 

Visakhupatnam-530002. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 9-6-95 
to 31-3-97. , 

Notes : 

(1) Condition (i) above will not apply to organisations 

categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Incorae-tax/Dircctor of Income Tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1409T, No. DG/IT(E)/Cal|AP-24!35(I)(ii)l 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

WOTT, 14 SFTri', 1995 

RTIRH" 

CT.RT, 2601.—-RRRTRKR fiR gfRiff 

ferr RTRT ^ Rrsr tR rtrnt: rTr- 

fRRR, IOGITR RRT 3 5 ^iR fl) R 
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(ii) ^ f^T4Tr 6 ^ 

% ^ ir'£ft^ ^nriftfer fww | — 

(1) ^rr^rf % !Fr»T 

TTaTTT I 

(2) ^ !TTJr ?P|WTr EFTiff ^fn cr^ 

f4T?:'F Ep far?fR ^■'T % f^q: sr?^ f % 31 

'iff n wVtfW ^TiJ^STPr fWR, 

ifVtPPf^t ‘H fif^sff-110 0 1 6 

wt’n, ?fk 

( 3 ) qWTT % 31 fT4r ^^aT-TKE 

fnw ^PpF Frigr srfir {^) ir,^fr.T^w^ 

(®j), (jg-) tsilfETF ETETf ?rYjfTpTF ?l^aET 

f^'flT^r art'C (^) 'UTEO?^ 5iT!jw/*rnT^'^ JT5rf'T^aT=F (ws') 

f3pT% t^arfsTEFR Yt qr^r-Fi; 

iifsrEr'ET, 1961 ^ tim 35 ( 1 ) ir 

ffTirr ^JTi q^fsTeT ® ff % qrY n ^r^-'T^rfirer 

ff^TR ^'T ■flt I 

qqqrFf 

?ftm^ wN; tf^qr, 

1 5 , ?FJfY srrft'TT'P, 

?Tt-400034 

?Tfsig;=arqT 1 - 4-82 ^ 31-3-85 5Tq: efV 

?Rf«j % ftFT srwrqt 11 

fttq'ifi; 1. aR (1) ‘W %r % f?rq 

5m[ ?>F I 

2. ^Prsq' ^'Y fon ^^trit | fai q ?rj. 
ifY?q E(ft ^rqftj % %q aTTqqR^rRJR/ 
!smr4T^ fYr^aiqr (^3) ftr3% wsrr- 
ftRRT ii ?rq3q | % ^rsqq ^ 

4<l4+< q5rfq^>?FF (^)) 4 RT'FvTT qYl 
?fFT nfrrqY ii iERJ^ipR qYY *Rf«T 

% ^rsr^r Yr f^Ri; 6 srfa-qr 

aYY^ afYsYTfqqr 5fqqtiTET 
fq^RT qrr ^ 1 

[ff^sqT 1410/q'F. ^Y-Tf- fq./^lT. qr. (^3)/T^./qR- 

165/35( 1 ) (ii)] 

snr.fYr?, 

Calcutta, tile 14th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2601.—It is hereby notified lor ijeneral information 
that the organibation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Ride 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause dO of sub-scction (It 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
ciitejjory "Attociatiou” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) Toe ergauisEtion will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its Scientific 
research activities to the Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, 'Technology 
Hhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
lor etvery financial year oy 31st May of each 
year ; and 

(id) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Comm s- 
sioncr of Income Tax/Director of income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, by the 31st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Excienditure Account in lespect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Computer Society of Lidia, 

15, Hazi Ali Park, 

Bombay-400034. 

Th s Notification is effective for tlic nenod liom 1-4-82 
to 31-3-85. 

Notes : 

(1) Condition (i) above will not apply to organisations 

categorised as associations, 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for fnriher extension of (he 
approval, to the Director General of Income 'Pax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commis.sioncr 
of Income-tax/Direcior of Income Tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of apnioval should 
be sent directly to the .Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1410/F. No. DG/JT(E)/Cb 1,/M-165135 (l)(ii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

di'd+tii, 14 ^Hlf, 199 5 
’HFTfR 

ffiT.m. 2 602 .—IRBTtlTRT qY qddfiKI 

fThTT^dT t ftf fdHpdr'ffff fftY, ?lTiri7^ (TfET- 

fqqTT, 1961 qfY aTTT 3 5 efY TTffm ( 1) % 

(ii) qursTT 6 % isi«fPr (%%t 

snrfkqTTfr qr-rf tt "qxr’' % ^q4 % 

wffYff ?n^ifYfqcf fqfETT tti |:— 

(1) ?iff3q qrrqY' % Prq Spigr- 

qfCTt Titfff I 

( 2 ) qm t^irfriT vTT#tirff ^Ysfr qn 

Ftp qiYq-qr fqqTJT qR ffi fqviEf q'T % f-rq qqqqi q4' 
% 31 Tffi ?rPqT, qqrf'TF q irYirYrqF qqqtrpT 
Et^r, TtqftfqqYY fiqqr ‘Yq ■ q^sfY qf fT??fY- 
noo 16 qq q^Tn, ?)Y^ 

{ 3 ) qij iTfqqf q'Y % 31 qrq^qr tt qiji-T^Y- 
fticT qrm H'ar qfr qfq {'^) titfi; qqrfqYffR (w^). 

(jq) qfqq cKjiifq-p qqf iTtlflYffT qiTfrtTR fqqrff ITti; 
(q) itiTqqiT qdTfqqiirT ( 03 ) fqqq: 

p'Rifqqnx q -dqaqq^q TEifTi; 

fiiqq, 1961 qY 'liiiG 35 ( 1 ) 4 ; i) q? ftqN I'mt 
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'(TTOTipf j0j>935/’>‘fr5'?'! 3,1917 


w ^ Jf T(T7r-°!rT f^fTR 


fit 'tft I 

TfiT37T *rr ttht 

^<3737: ?rTO ^fViTT, 

c> 

1 5, ^T^fr ?r?fV TIT. 

srRr^-400034. 

1-4-85 ?r 31-3-83 tT'T 'ff'l' 

itmftr % f^i 1 

1. 5rcf (i) % Rttt 

7TT>T 71^ ^>17 I 

c 

2- Tt-TpirrT fwr^nT ^ fii t ?t7T/i'T- 

?rriT^J<: ^rrir^^/ 

^THT-Tt: fTT^uTfi (®t) ^^Trdrinrr 

it 7r7r57T T'fTT ^ % irreirfr ^^PTfrT 

f7r’^?r-Tr (^), ^pt ?rf7piT 

■trp^^Tr ifix, JTfTfT'rapr ^i'r ?r=rfiT wN’ % 
ff^ET n f^rcr 47T 0: srfPTr f^TTifr^t 

?p-nn 11 

1 4 1 l/tT^. ?r. TT.f-T./TTr,'^. (7JT) 1 65/ 

35(i)(ii)] 

Calcutta, tlio 14tli July, Iy93 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2602,—It i.s hereby nolificd lor general information 
that the organisation incnt.onetl below hu.s been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority iitidcr Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (i;) of sub-scciion (1) 
of Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) The organisafton will maintain .separate books of 

accounts lor its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 

research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Induslrial Research, ‘Teclinolopy 
Ilhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New' DelhM 10016 
for eieery financial year by 31st May of each 
year ; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General jf Income 

Tax (Exemptions), fb) Secretary, Deparinicut of 
Scientific & Industfial Research, and (c) '.'omms- 
sioner of Jnconie Tux/D'fcctor of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having iurisdiclion over the orHuni- 
sation, by Ibe 31st October each year, n ropy of 
its audited Annual Accounts' and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in rf'.pcrt 
of its resenrdi activities for which cxcmpthjn whs 
granted under sub-section (1) of seetrV.n . 1,5 nf 
Income Tax Act, 1961, 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Oomf-nier Society of India, 

15, Hazi Ali Park, 

Boinbay.400034. 

This Notificc'ti.nn is cfTective for (lie per'od frem I 4 gi 
to .11-3-83, 


7 ‘■'e 
I O 

Notes : 

(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 

categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Inconic T’ax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) 
having Jurisdiction over the organisaiion. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Departmeut of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. HIKE. No. DG/IT(E)/Cal|M-165[35(l)(il)] 
R. SINGH, Dv, Director 

^uT^fTrrr, 1 4 VI [ ^, 199 5 
arPETT 

spT.SIT. 2603.—t^if t^erTSTH 
t^frr I" fV rp H 1^-1 JpiTTl qrt, Sffippv 

arfErfTTJT, 1961 irnr 35 ^ ttkikt ( 1 ) % 

(ii) % ffTTT anTTTT fTEpR % f^TTR 6 % apfjTT 
MfET RTfawl sm ^TFRf^TPjfT wT TT 'Rtf’ 
% ?r4Tt % arsfjTT BTfRjfTT fw TTr t;— 

(i) TPTST ST67ty-ET TiPff % Pttt 

(ii) Rf arq-TtsnfTRT sttwotr Rsrifr ^ipff ^ 

RTpW fT^nrr ^4' % fp]TT 

Ri} ^ 31 Rf ^5iTfR?7 R ajWtfRfT ?rf|- 

TjaTT ffi-RiR, srWrfR=fft '(ett, '-r RR%fr rrs-, Rf 
110016 tpT R^Rf, iik 

(iii) R? r 4' % 31 3rTt3;RT ft=e ^tsirr- 

RTfRtp %'5rT Rit RfR(Rr) STfR-RT Rjrffr^tJTT 

(^Z), (ttj) rTR'E RRlffi tp RRr RWtfR^i ST7[RtTTR 
f-ERTR Rh (r) RTRRTr anJJRR/an-tpfrr 

(W;i) fRRT 4TRT%RTT i| | 

arrTTT SlfTfRRR, lOtil RFT 35(l) i| Rt Rf 

fTRR fdTRT RTT RRfitR if T'TT-'Tftf'TFr 

dTTR-7RR fk'RTR TT Rj 

R'TRRRR RTR 
TP:RT/ RlRrRCT RTT ^f-gCfr, 

1.5, f;T4> R'fr TTT, RE7f-.i000 3 4 

R4 V-TfTTRTI’ fRRrRT 1--1-8 8 R 3 1-3-90 RR 

fiir 3TRfsT R f-T'', Rm'r 11 

feopfl : i. i7R-ff R-i (l ) ‘4-1' '/.-/r 

f TR RTR Rfi 4t|T I 

2. RRTR TT fijip- 

RRftr RRTR % tV 

aiTRRT (^7) fRRT b^tRlfa-TP- ir 

RR’jR R’fTr It RTKRR- R RTR'TT R^-- 
fR^RT (ST) TRTRr TI RET RffTR’l R 
irrtRR T/, 3TRR'rRR Tr RTfii iRfR t 
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ira'sr ^ aTTA^-^a- * 1^1 6 

I4'i2/TT^. JT.R./VF.IA 

165/35'( l)(ii)] 
3rR . fn?, ^ 

Calcutta, the 14th /ul 3 f, 1991 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2603,—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (11 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category "Association" subject to the following conditions ;— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 

accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 

research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan', New Mchrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for efrery financial year by 31st May of each 
year ; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 

Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, by the 31st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for whic!\ exemption was 
granted rmder sub-section (!) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Comnutcr Society of India, 

15. Hazi Ali Park, 

Bombay-400034, 

Tliis Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-88 
to 31-3-90. 

Notes : 

(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 

categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of ihc 
anproval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval shoiih’ 
be sent directly to the Secretary. Department of 
Scientific Sc Industrial Research. 

[No, 1412/F. No. DO/IT(E)/Cal/M-165|3.5(l)(ii)) 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TAffTir, 1 1 199 5 

WPTffrr 

D.m. 2604: -4-TE^Tnsrrnii fffr ttrTffjirn' ftRT 
tffTffr t ftp fffRfprfferff tsrfsrfffffiT, 

1961 3^ Eim 3 5 "TiCTm fi) % (ii) 

% fR; sTRffiT (i % sralff 

nrf^EPEft ffm fRBfkrfffff tetT tt "tin” % ’tTP % 
ftpiTT ntrr ^ :— 

(i) ntfirtr KTAv-itvi % fnrn- ^17 

TtffBr I 


[Part II-^.Sec, ■3.(ii)l 

(ii) ff? ^rffftp tirjBHTff ffr 

TlfTtlT fffwr fffxfEr % %rr 

% 31 TTt? Tti ttfTTfffff: T 

fffvrrff, ffNftfffffd AfftT, R itffrVfr 

fTf, fff 1 10 01 0 m ttff^ 

(iii) T? TRir ff'i f 31 cep iTtE-qTrfwri 

ffiftisp Am fffcT (ffi) 

(^), (tff) ^rftrp ffm m~ 

AtiR fff'ffiff wtT (ff) mwe ?TRm/3Tm^ 
f5i-;T% alAlftEPn: B TFq’ 
fflAT % 5!fiT: mtEPT TTfafffffB, 196 1 5T 

Am 35 ( 1 ) ii fr fft fmff bitt ’rTir 

'SZ % ATT ii Attrr iTTff-tiiTff fsBTff TT 

At IRTcT I 

IRSB tpT BTPf 

ATT 

1 5, ^Gfi !Rfi TTT, 

B’t?f^-4000 3 4. 

Afj^RBT fffffiT 1-4-9 5 A 31-3-9 7 W ^ 

IRfff % fmt I > 

fff'-qnft; 1 , TTtfffff ATT (l) ‘'TTb'' BBff A 

fAff AF[ Bfr ?Rr I 

2. ABBA tpT ASm felT ART t fffT § AB- 
BRB *iii TTffftr BfFT % Tab TTERtt 
TTF^ ffB/iprRffiT fB^ffi (’Si,B)fAB% h^AlfSBirT 
ii ABBB qAAT t % ATcBB A TTRffR TRT- 
fB^triT (®e), tPAPAT ffT cfiB fffBM A 
m^BB tp^', Af|ARB TiT TrEa A^TA A 
ABA ii ftpB TntAB-AA iT 6 TflAT 
TabtA tT S RB I 

[Amr 14T3/ucf;B'. AfB/iTTtp.fT^T) ffiAjBrr-ies/ 

35 (l)(ii)l 
AT^. i'Aff, a;- fBfftn?: 
Calcutta, the 14th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2604,—It is hereby notified for general nformation 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Ta,\ Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) The organisation will maintam separate books of, 

accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its r,e:e'.itific 

research activities to the 5iecretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Teclmologv 
Bhawan’, New Mehr.auli Road. New Dclhi-110016 
for every financial year hv 31st May of e.tcli 
year ; and 

tiii) It will submit to the (a) Direttor General tf Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Resenreh. and (c) ,''oimn's- 
sioner of Income Tax/Directnr of Income In': 
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(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, by the 31 St October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
grunted under sub-section (I) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act. 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Computer Society of India, 

15, Hazi Ali Park. 

Bombay-400034. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-97. 

Notes : 

(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to orguni.raUons 

categorised as associations, 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 

well in advance for further extension of the approval, 
to the Director General of Income Tax 'Excmplions). 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of Income-tax/ 
Director of Iiicomc Tax (Exemptions) having juris- 
cation for extension of approval should be sent 
cation for extension of approval should be stnt 
directly to the Secretary, Department of Scientifle & 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1413/F. No. DG/IT(E)/Cal/M-165135(1 (ii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy, Direclor 

ffRimi, 14 199 5 

ffTT 5TT, 2 60 5:—Fr^PSTF^ 
ri tsrrffT t Op 

[TT, 1961 PO »-irG 35 pO ^ETRT (l) % tyry- 
(11) % fffirtT % fd-ffP 6 % 

qrOlTrO' STG fffTpfHfGT Wfff ffT % 

^TEfFT ITipitfTP OpPT PffT t :— 

(i) FTffST ^33fT 

vtItTI I 

(ij) IT? tTriOrffi RTfiRiff 'Piffl PTi 

^lOipi ffePPi f^rfYir P""? % 0 tc> sicW 

ITT % 3 1 RfRR. ^JIlT'lffi T sfl’vftfpp) 

Ttr, fpFtft-l 10016 

(iii) P!? pt % 31 TTPfPT Rpi 

pTipffT pfrl (pi) irrppiT 

(®t), ('J) ^Jirfpp; fi'rr pftfitfw sr^- 

TtKIFT fff'PTP (p) PTIPPR (TT^PiT/PrTPPTT 

TTjfrfp^prpi E^rftrmK ^^pr 

P?PT % PTTPP'T Prflrfppp, 1961 pft 
URT 35 (l) Pt Pf OpPT PPT 

^3 % PT^ ^ ^TPTT'P^tfCTP WTP-^PP pit 

P'^PTT I 

2274 OT/95—2. 


P P3ff PP PIP 

Pi^HR PTIPI ?feTT, 

1 5, ^:3ft !T^ PT^^ 
p«rf-400034 


. PC P%^PT fffprpr 1-4-90 P 10-6-9 1 PPi pit 
PpfP % fpR 11311^ & I 

: 1. ^grnfpp ^ (i)—“ rp” ^PT ?fpp % 

2. PP5P pit fpPT tJrTPI ^ fp7 ^ 

ptjptpp pit PTpfsr Pfi^ % OrtT priffPR 
prr^pff/3rniPiT (^ 3 ) fpip% ^?ri- 

flTPiR it PP3P TSPI I % PTSPP it 
sj loPiT P^lPd^viP) (®^)i PRIPRTI pit 
?ftp PfcIPt if PTltpp PR, PFJPtPP pit 
Rpfar P3i^ % PPR if wi^pp-PG pit 
pfppt pOtp psifppr aiY?; itt^ftfppi 
aWPSTlP fpPTP pit HTgp PiTPT t I 
[pPPEUUftPi P . P.Ot /ari.pT (®3)piPr./lTp_165/ 

35(1 j(ii)] 
?rR, fp^, pp rp^TiTpr, 
Calcutta, the 14th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O, 2605,—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 

accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientihe 

research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-n0016 
for every financial year by 3tst May of each 
year 7 and 

(iii) If will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 

Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Direefor of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the orvani- 
.sation, by the 31st October each year, a cony of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-.seetion (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act. 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Computer Society of India, 

15, Hazi Ali Park, 

Bombay-400034. 

This Notification is effective for the period from l~4-90 
to 10-6-91. 



3478 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 30, 1995/ASVINA 8. 1917 [Part ll—SFf . .‘ (ii)] 


fft'7r 'iTTTT [T 7 ^17" 


Noles ; 

(1) (,'ondiTiun (J) iibovc will iiol iipply In ni 

cutegoriscd as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 

well in advance for further extension of the approval, 
111 the Director General of Income Tax iTxcmptions), 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of Income-tax/ 
Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation. Six copies of the appli¬ 
cation for extension of approval should be sent 
directly to the Secretary, Department of Scieniilic & 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1414/F. No. DG/lT(E)/Cal|M-U)5l35(l)fii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

1 4 ^Hlf, 1995 

^T,?rr.2606:—^imilTiT rFI^grTTT ^fl 

^FTT ^ !TfEr- 

Reht, 1961 ^ trnr 35 wtri ( 1 ) % 

(ii) % The fTTR % ftTw « % 

3:rTT ft-TTftTfefT UraT Tt ''ttft'' % JiVf % 
uTEifttT !raRtf7er f^tir tri |:— 

( 1 ) TTi^’TlTET, % ffR, ?E=PT SpiT trffRT 

1 

( 2 ) ^T'Tfl' ^Trrfff^' sra.’Tsra' seeti ^ft Ftp 

a'rfTsfr !T?^=v fTaftir ri % 

a'fi % 31 Ri fi4T itThst, rstTrr; ^ !fr?fiftraF 
fR'R'nT, sflaTFT'fT r-r-r, jjj 
Tt3', Rt 1 1 0 01 6 rV 

( 3 ) R? Rti % 31 fT^ HtTI-T^TfsT^ 

R-ifT^ SnsTi tfT 31% (ri) hieeft 

(^^), (h) tsnfaRT tri itR- 

TiaTR %RrtT rI't (r) nmrr !rETR?T/?irqTrT 
TraTfT'tinRi' s^TTn^fTR ir rtt 

ntriCR ifTr % ^ntr^T iqfsrFfTiiR, ]9<;i tT 
Hr’’! 3 .5 ( 1 ) ii ^1 tlf frtTT R'in' 

’iiiT T Ri> ii A'TT-'TT|i7;T?f itrr^-r-RTi' f^i^r % 
■tfr I 

TT RTR 

RitTJHrT, ^TSfiT RRRT, RHfTqT 
TT-51%J-3 00 0 0 2. 

TiT FfegRTTr 1-4-9 5 R 31-3-96 

%■ fnn; URTfi f. I 

%Rafi; 1. Htf ( 1 ) "rtr" Tf!nT % 

fipT WET ?iilT 1 


9PTT ii NTfif T f^rr qiTd'/ 

WRRff/nTEEPT %Sja|4i (®2:) WelT- 

Rt^tt ii RtnR- rrTi=ri P: t rt-rr ir 

RERTT T|,7lfRTWT (%^). 3 .HT 1 T 1 I 7'r 

RiR WfilRT ii R'-^I^RTTR R^I 

’TRfil RSTR % RRtJ ii 5rRi?R-Ti3I Ril 
RfRRt RfR7 RSfif-EP HF lff?l’ffTEP 
RiRTR % T7Tr P I 

[RRRT: 1415 (Eip ?T. R.fR./?Tr.7i. ('ST)./=%-5 0 

3 5/(l)/iiJ 
RK. fR^, iR %5HRi, 

Calcutta, the 141h July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2606.—It is htreby notified for general information 
that the organ i.sation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub section (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Acl, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The oraanisalioii will maintain separate books of 

accounts for its re.seaich activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientilic 

research activities to the Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & '[ndustrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New 'Mebrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each 
year ; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 

Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Indusliial Research, and (c) c oinmi.s- 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having juri.sdiction over (he organi¬ 
sation, by the 3l.st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which cxemnthin was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Indian Medical Seienlific Research Fonndalioii, 

Ajoy Mansion. Malnriya Road. 

Raikol-3(M)()()2. 

This Notificiiiion is cfieciivc for th'^ pciiod from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-97. 

Notes : 

(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 

categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 

well in advance for furlhcr exten.sion of (he approval, 
to the Director General of Income Tax (F.xemptions), 
(Talcntta through the Commissioner of fneome-tax/ 
Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation. Six copies .of the appli¬ 
cation for extension of approval should be sent 
directly to the Secretary, Department of Seienlific A: 
Industrial Research. 

INo. 1415/F. No, DG/lT(E)/Cal|G-50|35(l)(ii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
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[v^TTTl—(j* 3 (ii)] mHWTPt'Tff 30 , 1995 /’trrft!rl 8,1917 


TT^^pm, 14^HTf, 199 5 

■ITriTTi^ 

^T.?1T.25U7.—HTllPJT^iT -FT 

f^Tirr STfFtT % f^T f?Tl^?TfTTfeTT ■Ffil^Tr ^‘T, iiTif- 

fffirri’, 19(11 irm 3 5 ■'1^ 7,c(H-iTi (]) % HTj-j 

(IT) %f?r7 W|3T!TrT fTrTTT % f7|T(ir s ^ wrftTT fsrfefT 

SUftl^T^ fTTn fwW'T?V flT "^iPKCTTii" % 71«r»l 

% 5T(fT^ ?T?rmf>TT twTJTT irin k :— 

(1) friT-5:T ^T'T'TSTR ^r^TT ^ T^rr ^rvr'T 

’■'tiTT I 

(2) IT? -^STlfTT'-fr 5('--f^tr[.-| sfT 'FPl'f ^VT 

^ifr^T fsiTTTir m % f^ri^ 

!iq' % 31 Tit q-p ■'TiiriTfqT ^ tfryifTT^ 

TTrTJ.mfT fa'^TTiT, a'mrfTr^Y TTiTTr "rif 

o ‘‘ - 

7'fT 71^ n 0 01 (j ef't ■•itTiT, ifiT 

( 3 ) iT^ a-a-T: at % 31 aa; ^isri'a^rfurT 

aTfqai %'aT afa (ai) srrwT aatfa^’ir-i; 
(’Si), (la) afaa ■qsirFa'?! rp'i'T 'cfi'a'Tfaa w- 
^lerra fa'*fr<T (a) a'pra^T art^acT/'araacT 
afrfa^T'T (i^ct) s,TaTfaaiT7 ii aasa 
q-sai t at’’ ?rR^7: crfafaiTa, loei at am 
35 ( 1 ) ii ST f>aa fam azrr aa'ftra 
^iz ai a 17- ii ara-saa a:r 

vfT araai 1 

ar ara 

v'f^aa ai’Ti:tT wia aitr nr?? tzry-.^z, 

) 17 /if:./i 3 (j, ^rm aa 7 , TTaata, 

aiTHaa 

a? afa^jaaT faara: 28 - 19-93 a 31 - 3-95 aai 
at ^rafa a fan; aaifr k 1 

fjcqufi: 1 - aaiaa m ( 1 )—"aa” aar aaa a 

f?ar/ HIT] a^f ?jar 1 

2 . aa'-'.a a'l aara faar aTar I % ?ra- 
tiaa ti aaf-i a^ra a: fan arraT- 
ai'iaa/^iTaai; fa’am^: (isa) faa^ tiar- 
f-iar'- ii aaaa a-far § % anaa ir 
amaa ajiTfataai (®a), maian ai 
-fia afaa'i if araaa acf, aaa'iaa at 
aaf! aara % aaa a 7,iataa-aa at W- 
afrat aiaa tarfaii aia sfi^fiiaai ataama 
faaia it arT:RT f, 1 

fane. m 1 •; (t'Ti.if - fi• • /■■^‘ ■ ■ fta'i/Ta-,/] 

90-91 a.at. -20/35 (i) (ii) 

ap". fa;*, aa fatiaa: (-sa) m. 


Calcutta, the 14th July, 1995 
INCOMli TAX 

S,U. 2(i07.—It is licieby notifieii lor general inloiniatiou 
that itie organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rulc.s, tor the purposes of clause (iij of sub-section (IJ 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act. I96i under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following conditions ;— 

(ij The organisation will maintain separate books of 
account.s tor its research activities ; 

(iij It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 

Hhawan', New Mehrauli Road, New Dclhi-IIOOlb 
for every financial year by 31st May of each 
year: and 

(hi) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
'fax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) v.’ommis- 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the org.ini- 
sution, by the 31st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account m respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under suh-scctiou (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF TOE ORGANISATION 

Indian Society of Bio-Sciince & Environment, 
117/K/136. Gceta Nagar, Kakadco, Kanpur. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 2S-10-93 
to-31-3-95. 

Notes; 

(1) Condition (il) above will not apply to organisations 

categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 

well in advance for further extension of the approval, 
to the Director General of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
Calcutta through (ho Commissioner of income tox/ 
Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation. Six copies of the appli- 
vation for e.xfension of approval .should be sent 
directly to the Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Indu.strial Research. 

[No. 1416/F. No, DG/IT(E)/CaI|UP-26|35(l)(ii)|90-9I] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


aF?TTiHT, 14 ^^rf, 19 95 

5frf.?Tr.2H0H-.- aFT ^fTfT 

f-jm ^TiTT I fr: fdrrrfTiP^cr tTt, ?rf«rFTEiR 

1961 ^ srm 35 Tit TiTWirT (i) % (ii) % 

Ftit (ETTTTiT FtTR ^ FtRR 6 % WsitTT fTfcf mftj- 
TTft 5'TTT fhF7rf'Tf^?r Wf TT ''(TfTFr” % ^ 

sfETBtfTT Ftm TTT % 

(i) TTT5T ^TTTflTrT TifTt V f'TTP; 5TTOf 

1 

(ii) 3^ TfTT Tfi'rfTfTi TTTf TT 

iTtp Tlf^Ti rTTT'T fTfflW TQ % FtIt 

^ % 31 rF cfT RfRT, ^STlFfTi R 
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3ftT 

(iii) W ^ % 31 ?pp WT qfr- 

Ptf^r srfa' {^) wnm ^t- 

(^), (€) #3TTf^ ^«rT 

artfrlPr^ w^^isiTfr ark {^) m^PFT 

(^■) 

cS^rfti^PR: Sf | sftr ^rr^ifrT 

wfiiffRiT ,1961 'Pt trr^r 35 (i) *r 

^ f^FTT wr ’sj % # 

%<3rT T^t^Vcr sETi’T-sinr *Pt 'n't sr?5T 

>1?^ I 

^f^iFT ?fRrrT^t 311 't; ?nt?r 
117/^. 136, nt^T TJR, 

?rfErg;^ 6 rr f«r^ 1-4-95 ^ 31-3-98 
^r^rfti % sr^r^t t 1 

ftr^oft : 1. ^Tf'fcr WT (1) "?i^” ^ ^r^Ff % 

^ Tff ^Frr I 

2 . 5«R f^4T 5rraT ^ t «Tg- 

5r?i% % 'prnm 

m^RT/iTiwc Pt^ (^) f5r6^ ^^r- 
fOTiT ^ t % ToeinT ^ 

itiw*; (^)> «p> 

5fFT sT^irf n *r-Eim q?! 

^T^ftr % ^«fsr p ^rr^^-q?! 

«i?t 'S: srffTJTt #^rfJTqr sftc sf^lfq'P 

arij^qTT r^NFT =Pt qF;?!! | 1 

: 1417 (^^qi.?r.^T.pT./3TT.'P (^)/ 

IPIT./JJ."ft.'26/35 (i)/(ii)90-9l] 

?rn:. fii?, ^q fq^t^iq; 

Calcutta, the 14th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.CK 2608.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-scction (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 uhder the 
category “Institution" subject to the following conditions •— 

(i) The organisation will maintain Separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(h) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, , Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each 
year: and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 


[Part II-^ec, 3(ii)3 

(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, by the 31st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-scction (1) of section 35 nf 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 
Indian Society of Bio Science & Environment, 

117/K/136, Geeta Nagar, Kakadeo, Kanpur. 

This Notification is efl'ective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes; 

(1) Condition (I) above will not apply to organis.itions 

categorised as associations. 

(2) lEc organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 

well in advance for further extension of the approval, 
to the Director General of Income Tax (Excmpiions), 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of Income-ta.x/ 
Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) having juri.s- 
diction over the organisation. Six copies of the appli¬ 
cation for extension of approval should be sent 
directly to the Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research. 

(No. 1417/F. No. nG/IT(E)/CallUP-26)|35(l)(ii)190-91] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

qivrqjfir, i4 1995 

qq.m. 2609:- B%rKrR'q qfr iTrigsm g;fEr(T 

f«FciT ^rmi t ftp fqRfTfarfT ffqstr qit, urnrqn: wftrfdTtr, 

1961 q^t sTRr 35 qft ^qtarTi (i) % g-a? (iii) % 

T^m % 6 % fq%r snfjqrrtT 

sm fdTTCTf'a'tT Firff q^ ^ ^ 

WEffn qiiT t 

(i) «TijBr^JTH ^rtff % f^rrr 
^5111 Ttjqr I 

(ii) ti? *i^(rsriT qriTif qrr 

i^qi anfTqi fqqrar fq^q qt^ % 

qif % 31 qf irqr tjriPiqr q 

ajf^'tfqqi fqtrrtr, 

fqpijfi-i 1 0016 spt 

, (iii): q? qiif %,31 511®^, (W TtJl qftfViq 
•qrf'ftp^'^gr qfliRfR (qr) arqqtr 
(^), (^) tsiTfqqi cwi aftsfrfqqr 

fqNEi 3 ik (q) Riqqr?: Kr^qq/ 

Rrqqit (m) r3r?r% ^srrfaqriT 

^ Rq$q q^Ti ^ affT Rrqqr srfafrqR, 

1961 qft arTr 3.5 (i) Jr frir^f 

, fw qtrr R^f?ira' t ait Jr Riqi-qftf®iq 
Rrqeqq qtf Rt sr^gq qj^qr 1 
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wmiipT 3o,i995/wifif^ a ,1917 


Jfrr JTTIT 

'fip' 'TTf^rfV ?a:r^3r irjm, 
t^.2'i t'qV =a'Tf^4^CTj 

^fr^' ^'T^, 

JTrfm-6 0 0 09 0 

^rfiT^^^Tr ki’f'P 28-6'9 5 % 31-3-97 

?T^tr % I I 

fjcq-ijfr : 1 . 3'm3' Wcf (l) “fi^’' ^flT 

2. ?r»TS?T 'Ft giirr fsPTT | f^F ^ !r^- 
FfT^iT Tt ?r4f6r % ftr^ Ffr^T'FT 

irr^'Fi/iTrirsF^ (^) «S^t- 

fsT'Fn: ^r 'TWT t % ^ire^T*! ^ 

(0^), 'FTT»F?m‘ ^I 
srf^qt 8r strtt^TT ^ ^r^rfar 

^ m'd *r srrt^^T q'ar srfa’Jif, 
^rPsT-?, _#?rTft''F aft^ JTi'efffF^ ar^sri^ 
fsr^rn 'f't ^^rr | i 

[^i®TT : 1418 (tt'F,.?I.JT.pT./il'r .'F. ('^s)/ 

,^./jt.tT 5 , 70/35 ( 1 ) (iii)90-91] 
sriF. f^i^, Ptotf 

Calcutta, the 14th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2609,—It is hereby notilied for genera) iufornialion 
that the orcanisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution" subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 

accounts tor Us research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientifac 

research activities to the Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. ‘Technology 
Rhawan', New Mehrauli Road, New Dclhi-110016 
for efrerv financial year by 3)st May of each 
vear: and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General oT Income 
' Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 

Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner 6f Income Tax/DirCctor of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, by the 31st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audi'^ed Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research riclivitics for which exemption was 
cranteti under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act. idfil, - ■ 

'NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Centre for Policy Studies. Madras, 

D-23. Bayview Apartments. Kalakshetra Colony, 
Besantnagar. Madras-600090. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 28-6-95 
tc)-,31-3-97 

Notes; 

, (1) Condition (1) above will uol apply lo irearu.sations 
categorised as associations. 
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(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 
well in advance for further extension of fhe approval, 
to the Director General of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of Income tax/ 
Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) having juri.s- 
diction over (he organisation. Six copies of the appli¬ 
cation for extension of approval should be sent 
directly to the Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research. 

[No, 1418/F. No. DGTT(E) CallTN-70l35(I)(iii)l90-911 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

1 4 1955 

. 511, 2 6 1 0-- »t4r 111P7T T7l ^^^^1x1 ^=^1^ f^>lT 
triTI t f4F EFT, 5)Tq7FT krTtEft^nT, 

ffTTR, 1961 'ffr mnr 35 ^ B-topt (i) % tyirg- 
(ii) % wrTTTT- ^ fi % tRSflB f^fl 

RiftTiFr^ JPT 5raf % 41^71 

% 4)>JPT f^lTT ’Rll I 

(i) !lRe'crT?l' ■FTiff % fqiT UfTF 

T-gtrr 1 

(ii) !T| STiJtfrtJTir mii\ iFFff' ^1 

mfR'F ftTTFTl ITcW f*R(frrr % ftpj, 
JTrW % 31 Ri cHF tsirfHT 

^ nffsrtftpF sr^FrarfT f5T3Tni, sfrtflfF^ 5r*i;T 
"fq fra, ^ fe:^>ll00l6 

'^^Fl; ssflfr 

(iii) F? STc^FT FT ^ 31 JTFeJFT, FFT 

fWF FlfTFl 'hi Rfd (f.) wranv R^l- 
fFFFF (ifF), (^a) rIff ^^ifFFi FFT 
TVaifFF TtJF'clTF fF-RlF 5 iT'T (f) 5nFF?7; 
51 T^FF/rTFF”^ (^f) fFF% 

^ifiSrFR if FFFT ^ wtT kflFFT 

5fftlfFFF, 19 61 ft tJTG 3.5 (l) ^ ^ 
Ff fCFF fiFFT FFl RFftlF ^ Flf if 
imi ifttaiF ?TTF-®CfF rpTF FI ifft 
FtFl 1 

FFSF FT FTR 

^Tfff 5iFrrfTfT 5fiF ftIf, 
ift.fr. Tfif- n'tfjj', 

FFl flFF FFT, 

tFF'H:-5 60080 

' 5rfErF[FFT' fFFTF 1-4-95 if 31-3-1998 FF 
fi ?TFftf % fnir F'Flfi t I 

: 1, m (l) "FF''fFT FFF f fFO; 

FEJ fTFf I 

2. FF5F FI qmrF TfFT FPTT I (f F 5fF- 

FtFF fV TFfF F^TF F fFT 5fTFFrF 
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{^) 

if 'T^^TT I % viVrMv if 


fr?T-f?f%!fr'rr (ess), ^'t 

tft^T srf^q'K IT ?TT^«s ^7, sfijAFr?r 

?r,^fsr % Bsftr it wra^JT-'Tw ^ 

nKTilt #sirfs^ ^fTS 
iT'TireriiT f^'HTil^ it'T EF^Tf t ' 

[TTOTF ; 1419 (>7iT;.lT,IT.ffT./^rr,4l. (ESd)/ 

%.St.- 23/35 ( 1 ) (ii)/90-9l] 

■CTiN. fTTiT. S'! fstwip, 

Culcuttii, the 14th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2610.—^It is hei’cby notified lor generul uii'ormalioa 
that the otBuitisiition mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 0 of the Income 
Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause IhJ of sub-seciion (1) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
cutefiory “Institution" subject to the following conditions;— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(iij It win furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, •Technology 
Bhawan', New Melirauli Road, New Delhi-l 10016 
for e<very financial year by Slst May of each 
vear; and 

(iiij it will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scltntific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income TaxlDirector of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation, by the Stst October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Etdian Academy of Science, 

C. V. Raman Avenue, 

Sadashivanagar, Bangalore-5600B0. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes ; 

(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to orgauisufions 

categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 

well in advance for further extension of the approval, 
to the Director General of Income Tax (Exemption.s), 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of Income-tax/ 
Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) having juris¬ 
diction over the organi.sation. Six copies of the appli¬ 
cation for extension of approval sliould be sent 
directly to the Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1419|F. No. DGlIT(E)|KT-23|35(t)(ii)|90-911 
R. SINGH, Dy, Direclor 

1 4 , 19 9 5 

?ir!T^T 

TT.ITl, 261 F- WffrffTTni TT-iv.^|-rr 

Tn-TV ijirtiff 4 : 1 , fitiFT.T 

fim, 1961 trirr 35 ttoitj ( 1 ) % 


(ii) % fijii fffTJT ^ fffffiT 6 % fsrfgn 

HrPel^irT tlKl UThP TV "JTI’’ r. FfJlti % 

XTi^lTTf'C^ pTThT IRT t 

(i) TTiTiff SI-^fftTR ffTR’P E(7 fr-fF. M'aT 

l"i| ITT I 

(ii) TtT ilT'Tff 411 

Fsfi qrplFfffffRr fTr,fr4 % pr". 

ttFnxfT q-q if; 3 i Jjf Fr4T iTpqq', ^ 

Rt«fTfiT4i iRfffl'tTTff fa'ANT, XTESlTfiT^T VtRff ‘‘R 
R^'Tsfr iT?, f^ritTi-iiooib Tt 'iihiir, 

(iii) ir-s qq % 31 tt. PFTT-qTt- 

f'RT ?T>gT Tl Slfff ( 41 ) ■I4TT4:^ R,ir- 
fffSijrF (®3) (j^) m-R PiivPiv 

ff'fft ?i*T?rifiT'5 wTifiirff fjfirrff 'iriT 

(i1') ^TTT'TT XTl'iTTff/?rriT4” ( ES) 

IT TTff TTiTTff TSITT I 
?TR'FT sdftTfffTR, 196 1 4T cTlTI 3 5 (l) 
R 'ft irf fVRR fTTRf RqT RSifReT lydi ^ Rit 
it H'3r-TTtf>ffFT RTR-Rif f|RTsr 47 Rt Pign 
I 

RITRR R'T RTR 

’TFT Ti;! ifiT TiTr tEr-SRtR RPjfTtTiR fTirt 
ihz^z Rt4i RitR 4,i;r’), 
i^iTfF'TT-SbOO 1 2 

R!? RfifffRRT knTTR 1-4-95 R 31-3-98 TR 
tT ?(3rpT % fvTP RRrfT ^ I 

fT'/Tift ; 1. R'TR’IT 5W ( 1 ) ''iTq'' R::frr s|7 pq-n 

HriT Rgr ^piTT I 

2 . RRST RJTrt fR4T tTTcTT fTi R 5|T- 
RTRR Tft RR-fsr si-RTff 4,' [Rf tqriFFT 
RTi[4T/»Tm41T ffff FFF (®T) PtrT fiST- 
ftr^nr P RiT?,?r rfr^^T f. ^ rt'rr P 
RIRRIT fRpRRl (RT), RRRFRr Rl 

PtR RplpT P RTRRR R-RRRR Rl 
RRpJ RIITP P RP'cI P RtPtT-TR rP Ei: 

RfpRT rPrR, P?flpT4; Rfi Pl'PrfRRl 
3TRRRTR fR'RTR Rp RATT K I 

[R'sRT ; 142 0 (iiR . li , R . Pi . /rT . RT . (W.) / 
RFT./%. ft. - 30/35 ( 1 ) (n)/90-9l] 
RP,. iPs, RT 
Calctiltu, the 14th July, J995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 261 I —It is heicby notified tor gcner.tl information 
liial tiic otl-’aitls.ilKiii niC'utionetl lieh'sv has been nnprwedby 
ihe i'lcsciibed vViithorUy inider Rule 6 oL the lncomc-la\ 
Kalc.s. for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-sccfion (I) o( 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the c.atcgory 
Association” subject to the following conditions ; 
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nj The organisation will maintain separate boot-, of 
eirfoiints fur its reaeui'rh artivitica; 

(Nj Jt will liiinish (he Aunnal Return of IS scieiit'Jit 
leseaich aetivities to the Secretary, DcPaitment of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, *'1 c.hr.ology 
llhawan'. New Mehranli Road. New Ifclhi-l lOOlfi 
fui everv financial year hy ,11st May of each veai ; 
and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a> Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax|Director of InCome-tax (Hxemp- 
tiond, havmfi jurisdiction over the organisation, bv 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities tor which exemption was gran'ed under 
sub-section (11 of Section 35 of Inccmc-tax Act, 
1961, 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Jawaharlnl Nehru Centre for Advanced Scientific Re¬ 
search, (Indian Instt. of Science Campiii). Banga¬ 
lore 560012, 

Ttiis Notification is effective for the period fromi 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98. 

Notes : 1. Condition (i) above will not apply to organisatioui 
categorised as associations, 

2. The organisation is 'advised to apply in tripl'cate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, (0 the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Comnvss’oner 
of Income-taxiDirector of Income-tax (Excmptionsi 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of anprnval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, 

[No 1420 (F. No. DGllT(E)lCal|KT-30|35(l)(ii1|90-91] 

R. SJNGH, Dy, Di)ecfor 

^■+tTT, 14 tSTTlf, 10 9 3 
tcrrwT- 

’fir. >91. 2612.—Tt tr ^ ggi v T 

fw iTfFTT t ftr rTPfrfM'iTd ?Tf^- 

fTfiTE, 1961 9^ mrr 35 ^tflTT (l) % ^ 
(iii) % isnwr % fffTR 6 % srsftr 
infsEFrft 9ra rdHfMPin wf " d ' Tt rr ff ’' % ^f^nr 
T TTcfFr ?nTR>f?T fTTl ffTl ^ ’— 

(l) SRTTSJTT Tf’lT T f^o; 

^trr I 

{■2) w>_ ?rTd TjrifffT ?Tff?r«TR Tfirar TiJit tpr 
TT ^ifqT URT F^tftTT m % STROr Tti 

% 31 Iff TT trfT?, TJuFtT ^ tfifftf ifT STffirsiH 
fTRff,tr^/' R flT, ffi 

1100 16 Ti xfFr IT 

( 3) TS RT % 31 'M*lr[d7; TT ^tlTT 

qrjfitrfi' orFfTT Tt (tRi (t) 

(5^), ( 15 ) Tff-srq' TSTif^^T T«iT tR^refirr 

f^3TTti,5r'iw (tr) tTPTiTT ^nTT^/tTrtRT 

f^ffT% Efi^rTsrrrT ii ttt TSfH % ^ftr rtt’et 

1961 IJITT 35 ( 1 ) ij ift 


pRi' iff^sFT ^ Jr ''■Rr-T''tefrt?r fiRR 

■T.Tvft rp'T d- I 

’TlfTtrl 

3-fr; SITTRI ITT^T^lTRKf of>7TT. 

^11^-302004 

TS ^rfsT^iffiTT f?RrT 1-4-93 T 31-3-96 
IRftr % fTO JpqjqF ^ I 

fjRaft; 1 , 5T-(t ( 1 ) "PTei" % f^, 

'TFT I 

2. ifjRTT Tt ft'ffr 511(11 | Ft 5171- 

sttFst % Fict 

HTTffrt: Fff^iTT (^) lRii% fffanfsiJffp; ir 
liffST tl^ ^ % fllfcTR ^1 IFTSlt; tTfir- 

FlCTT (i^), T.T-fifTl Tl tV-T RFdfff Jr 
^iT^TT Ti, ift^JTtarff sfEiFtr stsit % 
ii4»T Jr Fffi^ xir^'TT-'T^ 4it«: srFd-4r 
^?rTfJ(37 afn sflsrtFw arTT^rgr^ Iwe TPi 

Stf^q IfflffT I I 

1421 (I^T. ^r.tr.fTT./lTT. 31. (TO)/31i=r./ 

¥rK-2/35( 1 ) (iii)] 

!TK. fir^, 

Calcutta, the 14th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2612.—It IS hereby notified for general information 
(hat the organisation mentioned below hgs been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of siib-sectioii (1) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
‘'Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts tor its research activities; 

(li) It will furnish the Annual Return ol iis scientific 
icscarch activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Re/search, Technology 
Bhawan’. New Mehranli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every linauciiil year bv 31st May of each year; 
and 

(Hi) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
lii.v (Excmptionsl. (h) Secretary, Depuitment of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax|Director of Incomc-ta.x (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the oigauisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts nnd also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (I) of Section 35 of Income tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Social Pol'cy Research Institute 5-D, Jhalana Institu¬ 
tional Area, J-aipiir-3020()4. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : 1, Condition (i) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised a.s associations. 
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2. The organisation is advised to appiy m triplicate and 
weil in adsance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General jf Incotne tax 
(Hxcioptionpt, Calcutta through the Comm ssioner 
Ot lncorne-tox|Director of Income-tax- (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
ho sent directly to the Secretary, Department ot 
Sc'entific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1421 (F. No. DGlIT(E)lCallR-2|3M_lXii'}l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
TM'+'tTT, 27^3[:irrf, 1995 

^.ttrr. 2613.—^'T 

ftm, 1961 ^ fJTTT 35 ^ t3TTtjnj(l) % tjy (ii) 

% WJFfTt: ftTTR % ffTTR 6 % R’ffpT ftftfT Rlfa'^'nT 

g:m f^Ffrftrfefi tucft "^TF'^rd'” % % snifFT 

fTTI W t:— 

(1) npi^rErpT ^Fft % f^TT ?TTfr Htg-r 

^firt TTtnr i 

( 2 ) 

tr^ % pTtt *rT 

% 31 Rt tffrpT^ R RtR'rfRR RTRRTR 

fartTHT, RRR” ^ R? 

1100 16 ^ RRtTT, sftr 

( 3 ) R? RR % 31 RffRt: R4i iTtRl-T^STR 

RtST ^ RTr (r) RIRaftr (si), 

(tj) RfRR^lfRRRRT RWTf>Rt RtprtTTR fRRTR 
(r) RlRRiX RTRRR/rTRRT R^R^RRT firR% 

R RRR RRsr TfRT f Rtx RTRfx; sriR- 

fRRR, 1961 T RTXT 35(l) if fvR=er %Rr 

RRT RRftlR ^ ^ R RTR'^rr f^RTR RtI 

yft RX^ff Ri^RT I 

RR3R' RT RTR 

ssft TlR H ti^ ^sf^RR fXRR rp]" 

R?ftR RRRjTpft XT^, 

RtftfRv^-1 10055 

R? rTr^RRI 1-4-95 ^ 31-.3-96 RRT R?r 

(RRftl % fRR RRT^ ^ I 

fsRT'jfl; 1. Rtf ( 1 ) “RR” RRT RRtf g fRo; 

RTR Rtft ^TRI I 

2. RR3R ^TR fRRT RTRT | fRT t 3 r:J- 
rIrR aiRfR R^ ^ fRR RTRRtX 
RRJRR/RTRRiX fR%5TRT (^3) WRT- 

ftTRRT R RR3R RTRI | ^ RTKRR R 
RTRRT?; R^rfR-RyiRT (^3) , RiRRiffl ^ cftR 

RrRtftRRIRRR RlX, RRRtRR RfV RRHeT 


Rf IR Ri RRtJ R RiRRrf-qR- RtV g: RfRRV 
RfRR, RRTf^ 3ftX jflRtrRR: RRRUTR 
fRRFR Td RRTR RtXRif I 

[rWT: 1422 t^R). R. R.1R-/Rr. Rt. (^3)/RT?r,/rrR. 
^- 87 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)] 

RT3. fR^!; RRfRRRRi 

INCOME TAX 

Calcutta, the 27th July, 199.5 

S.O. 2613.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
.section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions ,— 

fi) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

fii) It will furnish the Annual Return of iis .scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, 'Tcchnoloi’y 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road. Nevv Delhi-110016 
for every financial vear by 31st May of each year ; 
and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxIDireotor of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, bv 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was fcr.iritcd under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Inourae-tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Shri Ram Scienlifle and Industrial Research b'oundation, 
Sanskrit Bhavan, Rani Thansi Road, New Delhi- 
110055. 

This NotificTition is effective for the pei'iod irom 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

No*cs : 1. Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in tripl'cate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-taxlDirector of Inc'ome-tsj (Piemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extensiop of approv."',! should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1422 (F. No. DGHT(E)[Call|ND-87|35(l)(ii)l 
R. SINGH. Dy. Director 

RiRRlRT, 27 i5|RTf, 199 5 
RTRRIT 

RTT-RT. 2614-—^RtRIRTTR Rft RRRRm ijfRR 
fk:^] RTRT t fRi fRiRMiRR RR3R Rit, RiRRf: RpSTrRRR, 
1961 R?t RT3T 3 5 Rft RTJTTT (l) % JRir (iii) % 
fRR RIRRTr: f^RR %fRRR 6 % RRiR fRfSR Rir^RTTV 
iTFI fRPRf^’RR RRT RT "R^RTR” % RRjf % RSftR 
RRRffef fRlRT RRT ^ :— 

( 1) RR3R RR;R!TTR RRRT % fRT RRR %»RT RfRRi 
T^RT I 
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4Tf^ fr^^ui ^ % %0; swap ^ % 31 

’Tf ^ ?Tf^, ^jtifrTTT <T wVcfrfVnr irpfffPT farwr, 

!5Vftfn^ WT "aij irf^afr tX ^ i oo i li 

^TTT, wVt 

( 3) ^T? S?7T!p ^ % 31 

^srRr (ap) (^), 

(®r) l?rTf^^ s'err ?fhi!ftfw ^t^sFrirpr fararPT wk 

(4) ’TPT^’- ?TT?TW/3TTWr p;?Tkr^W (^) f3nT% 

(j^^rfERnT £r ^Rar t irf!jfaT.!Tq-, 

1961 4fV qm 35 ( 1 ) atqf fkr^ fafrarr am 
^t^ERT W?- % jf '4'T''Tatf(jT5 WW-aq-'T f^ffR 
aft TP^ apkn I 

^tar^af TT afrq' 

«npRaft zri<^ fkr#, 
spRftS -5 714 31 , 

^iaitzT, 

ar? PlHRr 1 - 4-95 tl" 31-3-98 ETfT a(fV 

% f%Tr srapf^t ^ I 

TzmafV: 1. { 1 ) "m” ^ ^pnt ^ %ir 

arnj arf! ^ap I 

2 . parear gpR fen ^trtt ^ fe t 

affer ^ 4T^$r 4rR«pa: 

wr^^p/«mm (^) fe6f% ^r- 

fERPT Jr #iT^ i % a nt a pT ^ 

mm!X ar^^QTap (^), ^raRran 
5rfert t 3p^3r^ sjrf^ injaffer ^ 

^ t feiT wfeTP-'pr ^ 

w- srfpair ^sirfRT afta; 3ft«fff^ 

fe*TTP aa> 51^ ^TTpr ^ I 

[ffw. 1423 (a^^.at- p.fe./trr. aa. (^)/m/^. 

?t.-45/35 (l) (iii)] 

^nr. garfe^vrair 

CakiTtta, the 27th July. 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2614.—It is hereby notified for general infortnationi 
thiit tlie organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
tection 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under tie category 
“Institution ’ subject to the following conditions :— 

(f) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhawan*. New MehrauU Road. New Dolhl-110016 
for every financial year by Slat May of each year: 
and , 

2374 01/95—3. 


fill) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxIDirector of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the kst Octoter each year, a copy of its audited 
Annua] Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account In respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
sub-sec*ion (I) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
J961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Academy of Sanskrit Research. Melkote-571431, 
Mandya Dist. Karnataka. 

Ihis Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98. 

Notes : 1. Condition (i) above w'U not apply to organisations 
categorised a.s associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
ipproval, to the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-taxIDirector of Income-tax (Exemptions) 
having Jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, 

[No. 1423 (F. No. DGlrr(E)|Cal|KT-45l35(l)(iii)l 
R, SINGH, Dy. Director 


V*RWT, 27 1995 

snwT 

^.WT. 2615 ^ 

fetfT'TTWT I fe feRMfeT «PT, ETHRIT wfg- 

fetTR, 1961 «rnCT 3 5 4ft gTETm (l) % 4f¥ (ii) 
% krt( 5TTtm fetTR % feTR 6 % (CfEffe fefjFT Sflf^- 
4fkt jm TT "#6«rrT" % ^ 

tnffe ^FJJTtfel fetIT TRT ^ ;— 

(1) fftiw W’t'traTR vfef % 
trfert T^ffTi 

(2) tT| vnft VT 

t^ffr anfetp ferrq Epf 

w«r % 31 Rf iT'fi r qV«frfJT47 qjj- 

WRFT fetmr, ifl'qtfjfet qffR Tfe, 

fe^-1100 16 4fr ^RT, tftT 

(3) R? srr^ W ^ 31 q^iiT fRT ^Tflrr-Tft- 

ffeFT RifeP ^ 4ft srfri ( 41 ) qiTffrT: (to) 

(tar) nffer tmfeF itrt wtatfe^r ?njR*JFT feurff 

(r) qitm (^j) 

l i l id l fe4 TT ^T4rr liR3R TSTT ^ rftT qWFt; vT^~ 
fern, 1961 4ft «ITO 35 ( 1 ) it ift Rf f=ptn 
RUT wiftw iffk if ^tff-^ktfWR STTR-sq-q- fpiR 

Rft ifft IR 5 R 1 


[mnix—tsi 3 (ii)* 


.-( 2 ) Rf WRir- tsrifRRT Tt^RWTR.-RR^ IPlRt RRIFP 
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TTtr 

5 10, ffrrfvT^ T5, 

'JHT-411030 

JTf irftr^i^r i-4-9s % 31-3-98 w 

?nrfH ^ fircf smr^ ^ i 

1. ^"!Tcr T?Rt (i) % fwfi 

’TPi; ^rnr i 

2. #wr ^ gSTFT fw ^RTT I t ?R- 

^ ^nrfHT :?TT^ ^ 1%IT ?nW7 
?rnjffr/?TTW7 (^) Eft% 

Jr tstf ^ Jr 

’trw'rTT q^TMinr (^), ■f'T4>'^r ^rfFr 

sfrpif it ?r i^tfr ept, ^ sr^rfsr 

% OTa Jr fTiT wrt^-w »f>T 's- 

srfa-at ^^rrf^ afK sr^aarT 

fwra 5i?5rr 'frrTr 11 
[awT; 1424 rpn. rt- a.ftr./ar.ep. (1^)/^,/^^ 
7l/3S(l)(iii)] 

?rR. ffT^.Ta'R^Wifi 

Calcutta, the 27th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S,0. 2615,—-It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-seotioa (I) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
"Insiitution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) Die organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 


[Part II—Sre 3(ii)] 

’,0 lent, directly to the "ocr-Ar', Der-’r^Tn-.nt --f 
Scientific iS: Industrial Research 

[No, 1434 (F. No. DGlTT(E)ICal|M-71 !35fl)(iii)l 
R SINOH, Dy. Direcioj- 

WTiTTT, 27 199.S 

WRT-^ 

TT. 5 rr. 26 i 6 .— Mina r H» i <t?r riTF^ncT 

fw orrar t srfBrfim, 

1961 fift ffm 35 ^ -jTiim (i) (ii) T 

TTTtptrr frTRTr % frFrT fl % 

jm IJTT^TfJr fg pT tiptf tt 'W^’M ^ 
ifftfEr f^TT firn ^ :- 

(i) tPrsT STTHtlFT fitrrff cp 3TtTtT 

TtihiT I 

(ii) %TfTap tETHtlFT ^rpit Tf 

Tj^ Errm fT^fPr % fJr? trFiJfi? 

^^31 Rf fr^ ^:>TTfTF W 

^ JrrrfWt t# fJr?^- 

110016 

(iii) tj? W 3 1 iFR Jpar- 

'TflfwtT JrigT >t?r Tfr (t) 5 rTq''Fr ’t?t- 

(^), (t?) “ 4 jnfiTT Ff^rr ^rkrttW 

?r;praTfi' fwm tflr (^r) "tTFpFj/tnwt: ttst- 

|vrlw(^) ftp# jJisrrfa'TTT ^ tj-pr #5^1 tstt 

t WTTT -tM#!!, 19 61 ^ 'sTRT 3 5 ( 1) ^ 

ft# fTCTT Trtrr >T 5 fftnr bis ^ b ^tar 
iftfepT mir-sTtr tt ^fl' ^■=715 #fiTi 


( 11 ) II will furnish the Annual Return of i's scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific <Sr. Industrial Research, ‘Technologv 
Bhawan', New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 
and 

(iii> It will submit to the fa) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), fb) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Rraearch. and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxIDirector of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions). having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each vear, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audit'“d Income 
.nnd Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activitiCi for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section fl) of Section 35 of Income tax Act. 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Jnana Prabodhini Samshodhan Sanstha, 510 Sadasbiv 
Peth, Pune-411030. 

Thi-c Notification is effective for the peiiod fioiui 
1-4-95 to 31-3-9K. 

Notes : I- Condition fi) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised as associations, 

2. Tlie orennitation is advised to apply in tripl'catc and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
.mnrovnl. to the Director General of Ir.come-fax 
tFxemptior:s'), ralctrtia through the Commissioner 
of Income-tux|Dlrector of Income-tax fExemptions) 
having imisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of npprtp'nl should 


TT ffTR 

BflffT wr## ft# uns;r-^Tir, rfpc,p ri¬ 
ff.- 6 8 , 'TftffFTr-14 7 0 01 

fff icrf#ffffT ftffffP l-4-9.5ff 31-3-98 ffT 

JHY iffffftr % f# TNT^fV ^ I 

ft:#t : 1. Tfftftff TTff ( i) 'jrfsr'’ ^.rp- 

mff i#r rEtt I 

2 ffTl fiWTff ftTT iriffT ^ % ff 

nffffftff, Rft ?TTftT ffSTff % f# iffTtplTT 
tTTffffff/tlTffffFT fff57Tff7(Blff) ftrff% WffT- 

faffTp: ff #? 5 ff t % RTilffff ff 

■■'jrff'h'T ffZTlffffitTT(^ff), TrftfffT TTt ^>r 

3if#T ff sirtffff #, ?fffffTffff ?ffr 5r# 
ffiT% % Ififftj ff f# fftr ipT'Tffff-qff Eft 

t 5 : Tfffffr ffmfffT tfliRTtfuFE affiETlff 

f#rff tft ffrffff EffVffr ^ I 

[#Tr 1 425#. ff . ff.fff./m.tF. (l^)/ 

rtt fft. i/:i3( 1) (ii)] 

TT’". fffff, Tff-fEftTT 


;ig. 1,9 9 s/wfWi^, 1917,, . . , . M,S7. 

,■ ■ ....I , 1 . 1 -tt:.— ■,,, i _--'r^.-> ' , — j- ' . —, '.• 


[wrll--jir5r ,3 (liJ] 


CalcutiH, the 27th July, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2616.—ll is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Incomc-ta.s 
Rules, for the putposet of clause (ii) of aub-secilon (1) ol 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the cateaorv 
“A.s»ociation” subject to the following condtions ; 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts lor its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of jls scient he 
iit-tgrch activities to the Secretary, Dcpartn'cnt oi 
Scientific & Industrial Reoearch, ‘Technolocy 
nhawau’. New Mohrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each >ear ; 
and 

(iiij Ji will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department o> 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c' Commis¬ 
sioner of Incomc-tnxlDirector of Ini-onie-utA. ttitenip- 
lions), having jurisdiction over the organisat'On, bv 
the Slst October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Incora.- 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities lor which exemption was granted under 
sul>section (1) of Section 35 of Inoomstax Act, 
1961, 

NAME OE l-HE ORGANISATION 

Thfipar Corporate Research & Development Centre, Po»t 
Box No. 61S, Ratlala-147001. 

This Notification is effective for the peued from 
1-4 05 lo 31-3-98. 

Notes : 1. Condition (ij above will not apply to organisatlo ,.s 
categorised as associatiun.s. 

2. Tire organisation Is advised to apply in tnpl cate and 
well in fldt'ance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director Genci'nl oi Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of fncome-iaxiDirccuii of Income-tax (IJtemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
he sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

INo. 1425 (F. No, DG|IT(E)|CallP-l|35( IXiOT 
R, SINGH. Dy, Director 


7 199 5 

itfir.'qT. 2617.—Wi'T 
f%qT q-RTT t flpnRpr sfit, vffj- 

1961 HTG .35 ^ ^711171 ( l) % ’1"? (ii) 
% fqiT tEntfifn: fTTTr% fqtftr 6^‘ snfir arfsripTrt 
am q?ff TT '‘R«r'’ % 5 r- 

tfrl2F5 fifTirr trqrT t ^— 

(i) qqstr irraT sRir qtTr trfgirT 

I 

(ii) Tf 3TT^^?nfT<f: tth-f 

fxtITq fUEfttl m ^ m % 

3 1 el'Wt rRit, tfnfdxr ^ fTsTFr, 

VTiTT TtJ t'TT, .fiE?t»n'-l]0IJl6 

Xd iiqpT, ?flir 


(ii.i) m % 31 vrerr— 

'rttaffkr %5rT ^ irf?r {^) 

'(^), (ti) Tiifr irttftffi'f!' 

ftTRiT ?rlT (q) trnm/iTTT^i^ 

n tjqr qr^^T ); ?7 tt- ■t.rrirFf 

STfaftm, 1961 ^ tw 35(l) irfr fw f-fipt 

nqr ®e ^iiTT^, Sf q-jg-f.iTfi-JifrT ?nd-=.TT iVn-7 

qtTTT ipT TIR 

’iq' qif; Tt ’-fTBrifT 

STfrp ftfK, 

1 3, WtvT TTiTR RTT, 
qtii' 1 10 0 5 7 

kiTt'F 1-4-9S ^'T 31-3-98 TF ¥1 
SlFTift I I 

feiofsO : 1. qfi ( l) XTf % fT>( 

ftiTT I 

2. qtrSF tpi FOTT fiftTT | fop t WF(- 

stTFr^TT (^s) ^ifwrc it 

4nTM TTflT I % ITTHTR it inWF IT?T- 
fir^vnF {^), tfTvmiT 4i> fftq irfenff it 
WltlfT tpt % 

tariff ir f^rct sarjt^oT-Ti^ ®; irffrart f^Rnr 

«Fr 3p7rfT $ I 

t^t^FT : 1426 (t^Ti. R. R,fF./RT.4T. .i\. ~ 

110/35 (l)(ii)/93)] 

RR. f?r?, ^4 

Caloulta, the 7lh August. 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2617.—^1: is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned belOw has been app.ovedbv 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-seolion (1) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
‘ As-.uciaiion” subject to the following conditions ; 

tij The organisation will maintain separate books ot 
accounts tor Its research activities ; 

if.j it vviLl iurnish the Annual Return of Us .soeiiiiu^ 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
ScicntiliL &. Indusirtil kescar-ti Techr.-'loHV 
Bhawan’. New Mehrauli Road. New Dclhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May ot cacli year ; 
and 

Uii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
lax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Deparlmcni of 
Scientific & Industrial Researeh, and (c> Commis¬ 
sioner of Inconw-taxlDirector of Income-tax (Exemp 
tions), having jurisdiction ovei the orgauisBt on, bv 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
iLiid Expenditure Account in respect ot its research 
activities lor which exemption was gianted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961. 
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NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

liido French Centre for the Promotion of Advance 
Research (IFCPAR), 13, Old Palam Mar^., New 
DelW-l 10057, 

This Notification is effective lor th* period ftoia 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98. 

Notes : 1. Condition (i) above will not apply to orflanlsationa 
categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply m triplicate and 
well In advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income tax 
(ExemptionsJ. Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax|Director of Incoroe-tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

(No, 1426 CF. No. DGHT(E)|NI>110|35(l)(ii>|93] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


[Part II—Skc. 3 (ii)J 

. II,^ 

1. ?r(f ( l) if: 

^ I 

2. 'sfrarr ^ ^ sr^- 

*rYw >1^11 OTfti siTi% % 

sriim (^) if 

ffirsti ^ ^ rtsitr r r^t- 

frrYT!i^(^?), v’fYr affr^'r r 

wrttR- JF?, ¥1 iiprfa- ^ 

Jr ®: sifairr t^viiTr 

’tY •nTiT t I 

[eWT: 142 7 E . 

25 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)/88] 

^rn". fffji, Tf ffiiivpr 


7 *r«rRr, i9»5 

< i T *l ' 4i ' v: 

^r.wr. 2618.—frtffrarrrw 

sTTfiT ^ fmfi'Pt, wmr irftrfJnm 

1961 ^ srm 35 'fY grtmi ( 1 ) % (ii) ^ 

wmr PnrR M 55 T srifimYt 

ffiTT pTT?ii%%?r wf qr “g'^” % gtrtf % ^rtfig ir^- 
*ftfcf f+4i Rd I ^ 

(i) grtTsg qrTiff % fsTtr irgrr$risrr flfiRt 

TltRII 

(ii) ti? ^sirfgq? q'ijgtgK qrgT 

STciJ'fi % f^rtr STfipfi qtj % 

31 ciqi g *ft«itfw tFT^timrq'gnr, 

jfti^qYfg^ ggg, ^ Yir, gf ft^-iiooie 

(iii) If? 5r?^qi w ^ 31 g-fjgr (Rr Jftjr-'TfiftRT 

trrf^rgi gni qY afir (<f) iKEFFr g^rfg^vrr iw)' 
(t5) gfgg sfirifw gsri w^gtrig f^rgni wYt 

(g) KfiggiT (^) 1Yrg% 

^grfOTTn: Jr gq=r gtBg qr^r | «iYt grqqn: gftrfgim, 
1961 qY gRT 35 ( 1 ) Jr fw ggr 

gfqftjg tgH: % grY Jf vr53r-qfifwcr «ng-®gg fpqg gY 
vft qRgr 1 

gggg gg grg 

gr ?Tfqmg grg trig 

Jrfggrg f^ig gYgrj^, 

Tigr Tig gY?g tet tYt, 

gFt'400004 

g? gra-^ggr fggir 1 - 4-95 % 31 - 3-97 ggr qfr 

grfff % 1 1 


Calcutta, the 7th August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2618.—It )s hereby notified for general infoi'mation 
that the organisation mentioned bclow has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-sectiort (1) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate book* ot 
accounts for its research activities; 

<ii) It will furnish the Annual Return ot il.s scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Departmen; cf 
Scientific & Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhawan’. New Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 
and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis- 
woner of lncome-tax|Direotor of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st Octo^r each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect ol its research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Sir Hurkisondas Nurrotumdas Medical Research Society, 
Raja Ramraohan Roy Road, Bombay-40CK)04, 

This Notification i* effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-97. 

Notes ; 1. Condition (i) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised at atsociationx. 

2.Thc organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
approval to the Director Gencial of Income-tax 
(Exemptions). Calcutta through the Comm'ssioner 
of Income-tax|Director of Income-tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extwision of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1427 (F, No. DG|IT(E)|M-25l35(lXii)i89J 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
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v^nr!^r, 7 crnw, 109 s 


Rulea. for the ptirposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the taieaoiy 
' Association’’ subject to the following conditions ; 

(1) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 


4TT,srT. 261 p-—w^(iniix<n vt gfsRifiinrr 

TOT ^ pTTtrfvtlW ?fTT3?T Tt, 

1961 ^ um 35 ^ (i) % (ii) % 

tttwj: fror % f^tT^r 6 % !TTfir4Tfr 

JTTT frolTTftRT TOT TT ‘W ^ ^tTtf ^ 5r«fttT SP^- 
^frfet fro’ TO ^ :— 

(1) THT^ff WTffTO toT f»r9: ?T7rtr ^firr 

srf?irt I 

( 2 ) 45 sTO ^3nfT4T inj*rTO iraftflr TOt 4 t 

(fsfT ^h«P niTO f^^jT ^ci % flrt^ ?r^ 

% 31 lit TTf i??rrft4r tftififtnr tr^trpr ftro, 
“srlKilfti^ tot", ^rjrWt tnr, ^ 10016 

‘^nr, tfir 

( 3 ) 31 TOjjrr wp k’ar T^tfiVT 

%iffr ^ 51% (t) irmro tr^pitTO (®r), 

( 1 ) Tlft^r tJTTft'T TO tfiWtTw ^T^TOPT fTTO 
?fK (it) TOT.X w^w/wtwt: tpjrftittiPF (^) f3pi% 
HWrfTOTT if ^ TPrM TOTT | ttftT; TORTT- nftT- 

fTOT, 1961 ^ mrT 35 ( 1 ) ^ nt ftro Tto 

TO TnrftTT ^ % tnt Jr Jnjr TftfwiT mT-«ipT 
«i?t sfT 5n=5?r ^fittiT I 

TFRiT *TiT 9T*T 

% Tftrott TO fTTTt *1% 

±sia 5'^PHJ?PT, 

75 /^, 'TTtft JbtTTOT-700016 

Tlf wftr^'mi Tto^ 1 - 4-95 t 3 1-3-97 (Tfi tl^V 

froefV; 

1 . to (1) %T % %t^ ?rn[ 

*l^f 5>TT I 

2 . TTTOT Vt ^Wiq fTOT TOT ^ % t ST^tliTO 

¥> TOfij 5??% % *nw5; fmm/%nmrK 

(^) fTO% Wijufn+Ty. Jr TTTOT TTO" %, % TOTT^T 
^ inror TUsrfHtro {^), totot sfit ?f% sTtrot 
#' rntro- TOfET ar^rt % toet Jr ftFtr 

<iT^ TO ^ 5r% 5^5rr%p ark sr^TTErm %to «pr 

TOTT 11 

[^ITO 1428 (t^Ti. flf . 5T.%./«TT.^. 4^13/ 

35 (1) (ii)/89)] 

TO. 

Calcutta, the 7th August. 199S 
INCOME tax 

8.0. 2619.—It IS hereby noillied for gtsneral inforroatioa 
that the organisatloa nteintioncd belovr has been approved by 
tte Piescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 


(ii) It will furnish tlie Annual Return of i^s sticni lie 
ttstur •■ activities to the Secretary, De.uarlniem of 
Scieiiutio & Industrial Research, ‘TcLlmolony 
Bhawan', New Mehraull Road, New Delhi-llOOib 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 
and 

(lit) U will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific &, Industrial Research, and (C Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxlDirector of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisat on. bv 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
siib-scciion (1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act. 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

The Society for Rc.soardi Hematology & Blood, Trans¬ 
fusion. 75/C, Park St.. CnIcutta-700 016. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-97. 

Notes : 1. Condition (i) above will not apply lo oicanisatioa* 
categorised as associations. 

2. The oiftanisalion is udvised to apply in tnpl catc and 
well in advance for further exlensio.a of the 
approval to the Director Geenerai of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Comm'ssioner 
of Income-tatlDircctor of Income-ta' (Exemptions) 
liaving jurisdiction over the organ'sation. Six copie.s 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Sc'cntific & Industrial Research, 

fNo 1428 II' No. DG/rT(E)/WB-l3/35(l)(ii)/89)l 
R. SINGH. Dy. Director 


*ITW^ 

TOTOT, 1 4 TOTT, 1995 

4T,TTT.2 620-—B-JtoM.'T TTTTTTTT 

TOT t frorWro tott TOTTETfErfroiT, 
1961^ TOT 35 TTErrn (l)% tsEnr (ii) if; 

TO^ %TTT % fTfftT 6 % TOtT TTrETTTfft 
a TO fTOfJrferT ^ TT ^ TTT % 

fTO TO ^ 

( 1) TOST ^EJTTErTT TOf ip fsfft TOT JftaT 

t;to I 

(2) T? TOT t»rTfTT; ?T:jTOnT TOEft TOT TT 

Trfro %4T<T TOTT fT^>T 4*^ ^ TT 

Jp 31 Tt TO Tfro, Tsrrfr-T t urtsftfTT; tr^^TOTT 
fTTO, 5f%tfTT^t 'TTT, ^ Xtt, Tt 

11 0 0 1 6 ^T> 

( 3 ) T5 5E^Ti' Tti % 3 1 TOJsfT TO 

TfifeTT ttIto iifT (tt) totot TT^ifTTOr; 

(tJE), («) t^ffrfra; tot irr«l‘T%4. 

fJmiT, Eftr (t) TOTOT TOJTO/sTTTTO T^rfrtTG 




3490 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER, 30, 199S/ASV1NA 8, 1917 


iFfTOT 'TVFIT ^ 

5ifirf^inT, i a 61 wttt a 5 (i) Sr Tf 
fw w ^aiT ^5: ^ -nV ir ^'ar TftfeT'T 
^ fpra ^ '*fl i 

OTi'f ^rr TIT 

^TT'^ TT fr^r^#, 

T. 2, TR ^^T'7 7 0017, 
fiT^rr , gfPn i 

1 - 4' 9 5 ^ 3 1-3-97 vt 

iWrff ^ T'»Tnft I I 

fewTjft; 

1 . ^Tif^rT WT ( 1 ) ‘'^” ^TT ^I'PT % JTFT 
T^t ?>nT I 

2. ^i'^rsT art forr arrar ^ f% ? sTj^rtT-T 

a5t snrftr srm % fwi; ?rrwT 

(^) ^Mifwaiiv it ?r»i^T q-?nT | % arorJT 

tt srnm ^HTf-fstvia.- (^) aRrm ar ^ sr^f ir 
?rrtiR a;^, att anrfti a?r% % Sr fan:i; 

srr^ T^ aft '3; irf^ t^rrfaar sft^: srtflYTaa; atsjfftjr’r aT 
ftwra Jra^T a?RT 

[^«irT uieirai. #. JT.fir./siTT.ar. (^j) aR,/«rr. 1 / 

( 1 ) 3S(ii)/89] 

aiK.fk?, ^fir^Trar 

Calcutta, the 14th Aujiusi, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2620.—It IB hereby notified fof seneral iolormaloin 
that the organisation mcniicxned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, fttr the purposes of clause (ii) of sub—section (1) of 
Motion 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under flie category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

fi) 'Phe organisation wiU maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

ui) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scieuniic 
'ctcarch activities to tlie Sccretatr, D-rartincnt of 
bcientilic <fe Industrial Reseatvh, ‘Tecimology 
bhawan’. New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
tor evfiy ikuinciai year by 31st May of each year; 
and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and fc) Commis¬ 
sioner of Incomc-taxIDirector of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the Slat October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of it.s research 
activities for whicli exemption waa gianted under 
sub-section fl) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act. 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Dalmin Institute of Scientific & Industrial Research, Post 
Box No. 2. RBjgaiigpur-770017, Dist.-Sundargarh, 
(Orissa) 

'Itiis Notification Is otfccUvo tor the period Iroai 
1-4-95 to 31-3-97. 


[Part 11— Sec. .3(ii)J 

Notes ; 1. Condition (i) above will nut apply to organisationt 
categorised as associations. 

2. The oiganisalion E tidvised to apply in triplicate and 
well in advance foi further extension of ilic 
aiipr jva! to the Director General of Income lax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Incume-taxlDiroctoi of Income-tax (Lxen ptions) 
h.iving jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 142') (F. No. DG/lT(E>/0-l/35fi)(ii)/89] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

14ITTFT, 199 5 

=17.m, 2621.—utRiaiTur ^ rrmsm 

f%tTT itnTT I fdHrviPsrn wtt Tfr, 'srf'sr- 

1961 mXT 3 5 TfV OTtfKf (l) % 

(ii) % inwi: frTT % fH^nr 6 % ’TsftT 

snfamT jtu PTRftrfiTT ^ "fT^TPi" 

% IpJtTtfspT fw W t I— 

(1) TRfi Tf^fiaTT TTRif % ftrn; 51(^7 Tin 
WhT I 

( 2 ) T? tsnfTfi ipjfrjrT iprTf Ttr 

fzrqTT tfRJJi' TT ^ fsfT W'i 

% 31 ^ cR %rf74T W sffSfrfTF TltJTiUR 

f^pi, “jfknfRif)- ¥RtT” “r Tff3r-i5fr- 

1 10016 TT '.^TT, 

( 3 ) 7KTRT W % 31 5I75T3: rfft TtflT TOfsiFT 

Triw w tfit Tf-r (^) T^rftr^tfif 

{^) xrf^, 75irfTqT wr sfftfffTP Rtrirr 

sRfk (t) (^r) ^77% 

if Tffi iRR I m>Tvr. nrfk- 

fttR, 1961 am 35 ( 1 ) ii Tf 
wr ^ % TT^ii iPTr 'TiYfaiT sirff-RT 

TRT ^TT I 

-lib 

'ER TtT TTTj 

q'T. -4r. 7 . 6 0 42 T[q?=f TTOjqiSfi 

qnxpfi 'A\ifiz firfirHFS', 

5rRf-400012 I 

75 1-4-9 5 if 3 1-3-98 TTi ^ 

% 1^117 qiiTTfi ^ I 

fe'i'Kl: 

1, ^ (i)“?r^'' itti]; 

7 ^ I 

2. Htrit Tr f^Tr TplTf f-fi T 

n'.I ?i=ilfu T4TT T fTo; iTiTTx ‘TTftfT'f/'Trtt-i:'': t'T-iTfi 
( 7 ^) ftfTqt T ¥757 TSTT | ^ ¥Ti>T¥ 
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^ srrT»rT ('^),. ^ ^ #Tjff Jr 

sTt, *rft ?T*rf?I if f^rd; 

^ !rf?f7Tr spw 1 1 

[^r. ; i43a/r^.?f.*r.pT./^- 

1 12/35 (i)(ti)/89] 

4nT,f^,^f7i^TC 

Calcutta, the 17th August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2621.—It is hereby notiAed for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been appiovedby 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, for tiio purposes of clause (lit of sub-sectlon fl) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions ;— 

(i) The organisation wUl maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) it win furnish the Annual Return of i's scientfle 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industiial Research. Tecnnology 
Bhawan’, Now Hehrauli Road, New Dclhi-110016 
for every financial year by 3Ut May of each year; 
and 

(iii) It wiU submit to the (a> Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Incomo-taxlDlreotor of Income-tax (&emp- 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisat'on, bj 
the 31 St October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respeot of its research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
.sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income tax Art, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

World Wide Fund for Natuie, Post Box No. 6042, C/o. 
Godrej & Bdyce Mfg., Oo, Pvt. Ltd., Bombay- 
400012. 

This Notification is effective for the period frons 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98. 

Notes ; 1. Condition (i) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
iiDpi ivut. to the Director Oenerol o' Income-iu* 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Couimssioncr 
of Income-taxIDirector of Income-tax (E-'cniptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
he sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1430/F. No. DG/IT(E)/M-I2/35n){il)|89] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Direcctor 

17 199 5 

■ srr, 2 622.—OTr^nr 

frrtTF, 1 9 6 1 4ft ETPr 3 5 4ft ^'TEITTr ( 1) ^ 

(iii) ^ trrwcfHTR t fTtm e iR^th 

TjffiFPrft am fTHJTfJrfwTf sifft ,?tw 

^ RIsfFT ' RTjtftfiits- 7T4T t:— ' 


"(i) RtiOT VrRRrr 4wf .reht ^t 

7^ ; 

(ii) RTff %rfT47 RiJRETTd 47rTf 4iT 

TTSp Rlfw fkwm f4rft4 4^^ ^ 

Slf^ 4^ V 31 RfRR, 

4fVtPl4! fRRFT, ‘sftsftfT^ft RW' 

^ Ttr, Rf f^'i^-llOOie 4ft 

3(*IT 

(iii) 45 SRW 44 31 R4H4T: fT4i ^RTT- 

RVtfsTiT 4 if^Ti Jrkt 4ft srftr (47) ’HH11X 
R?TfR44T47 (^), (»?) %rf% 44T 

ai^'tftlsF RRRITR fRRFT atk ( 4 ) RT44iT 

?rr^/'snRi4H; (^z) istRi- 

Jr lt 4 S 4 t ark RT 447 < 

Rffffknr, 1961 4ft OTTT 35 ( 1 ) Jr ^t 4f 
fkr^ 44T 4#ftl7T ^ ^ 4k Jf %4rT 

qkrfSTcT RTR-HTR fgRK 47t Rt 4kTT 1 
TPRR 44414 

ifr T. RFi. 4iRT, tkkRJ, 

136, 474 441417 414 skf, 

4k-400023 

4i^ Rf^ATTr fTTk 1-1-95 Jt 31-3-96 T47 4ft 
RRfsj- 47 f44 TflTTft I I 
fjerprft:— 

1 . urn ( 1 ) “ 44 ' #41 ^ 

T^t ^ I 

2. 4454 4fr 5J3FrT4 ^41 4141 Tv 4 4ij4t44 

4 ft 44f4 44rft 4 f!44 414477 4rJJ44/4T4477 
fkro ( «?5) f444f Jr 4 jt54 4441 

^ >F 4TI44 # 414477 4^rr4kTI7 (^i), 

4744774 47t 7ft4 srr44f Jr Rk44 47 ? 

4ft RtTs 47 444 Jr kt^ Rm4-44 ^ 
' 3 '. Rfnk r^miR 4:1 517^4 4774T | I 

[4W 1431 ( 447 , 4. 4. k./RT, 47. (^)/ 

47 . 7 ./RT. 89/( 35)/(iii)/9o] 
rp: . f4f, 44 frkm 

Calcutta, the 17th August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2622.— It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned belosy has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, for the pmposes of clause (iii) of sub-scclion (1) of 
.'.oction 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conations :—■ 

■ (i) The. organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 
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Oi; F 'Ji’lH furnish Tlu! Annus! Return of i >. fcientiflc 
research activities to the Secrctai), Depanmcnt ot 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘TeLhnolojty 
Bhawan'. New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 
and 

fiii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
lax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-lnx|t>irector of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31ai October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
suii-secion (1) of Section 35 of Inoome-tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

The K. R. Cama Oriental Institute, 136, Bombay Sam'4- 
char Marg, Fort. Bombay-400023. 

rliis Notification is effective for the period from- 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : I. Condition (i) above will not apply to orgnnisalioi i 
categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in tripl cate ami 
well in ad’-ance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Incoroe-ta.x 
(Exemption.s), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of !ncome-fax|Dircctor of InComo-ta' (Exemption,) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, Six copies 
of the application for extension of cpproval sliould 
bii sent directly to the Secretary, Department 11 
Setenlifle & Industrial Research. 

[No 1431 7F, No. DG/ITfE>/.M-R9/,15fn(iiijFrj| 
R. SINGH. Dy. Direcetor 
JPWfTT, 2-1 WtT, 199 5 

srpT^ 

5FT. *11. 2 62 3 —jjfsm fw 

'TFTT ^ Pit FtHSFSfit, *rPm 196 1 

tTPT 35 tl?r -mtlDi ( i) (ii) ^fqrrqTTWTT 

f:T?TF % 6 ^ «nfFT SrftmTV fTTf 

wrf qr ^ rfent % sfnfFr 

ferr p-qi ^ :— 

( i) iiFnfT fBTT 

■'■twr ; 

(ii) iT^r tsTimr, riJTtfr <ft 

rrtf; qrftrfT ^ ^ 

tR 31 fiqi ITM', ^ 

wti-fTETFi fsTRiF, tm', 

-q; Fip'Wr firFfr-11 n o 16 

aftT 

(i i i) 4^ iFTlqt artj- % ;(i ^ tTOT-qfVfwiq 

qrfqtF ^ (qr) ilFTFr 
(t^), (t5r) FT*rr BiVtfw 

■rrTWJTF f^rtTpiT arV (rp) ^rrtpfrr nrrqqrf/ 

W^lfgUFT 

'TtFT t 3iV mwr 


1061 srm 35 (i) ir s'r yf ■ 
fcnr rm lErfew sr Sr %tjr-Trtf(fn- 
>frt xfr qr^rrr i 

Spy tTlTf 

fSTTO 

2 0, wBr fjf^, 

1 2 2 01 6, ^fTJTFiTT 

If?fcrnr 1 - 4-95 ^ 31 - 3-87 frv ^ 

*r^H fSiTT ^ I 

fexqxrft:— 

1. ( 1 ) ^ ^ 

2 . qit ?rtTR ferr ^ «fi 

^ iTFFfrr tntj4fr/irrtr^ 

(^) ilr 11 * 15 ^ rtcf 

^ RretTR Si sii9t>5 H^iPH^vr'if (^), 

nqPw airr^ % Sj- iTT^^tl-qg- irF) 

’s: RfrTdi f^PT tV SFtJTf ^ i 

[?l’STr 1432/l3r9J. pr. f?I./*IT. qt, / (^)/ 

qT fi, 107/35 (ii)/ 92 )) 

WK. pR^, OT WtOT 

Calcutta, the 24th Auguit, 1995 
1N(X)ME TAX 

S.D. 2623.—It is ereby notified for general information 
thftt the organisa'tion mentioned belov^r has been approved tfy 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under tne categon 
"Institution” subject to the following conditions ;_ 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate hoots i.>f 
acicounts for its research activities : 

(ii) ri will furnish the Annual Return of its Rcicnt'fi,' 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan', New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
tor every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 
and 

fiii) It will submit to the (a) Efirector General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of IncomeAaxIDirector of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisat'on, b\ 
the 3lBt October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of auditetf Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of .Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Institute of Pesticides Formulation Technology, Sector 20. 
Udvog Vlhar, Guraaoo-122016. Haryana. 
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2 . ?nre?T <rt g;iTFT' fw ^ W ^ 

*f5t ^ 3Mw/?mT^ 

Ph^w (^ 3 ) pJPT^ t 7?^ 

% KTsiTTr ^ mw¥T. (^), 

cPhT Hf?nff ^ ITT^W'^r?, S|-^>R- 

<tft stRfsJ q^T% ^ ?f^Kr Jir f^tr <TT^^-qw ^ 

srPr^ ^ t ' 


|;wrll~w¥ 3 (ii)] 

Thii Notification Is effective for the period fromi 
1-4-95 to 31-3-97- ■ 

Notes ; 1. Condition (I) above will not apply to oraanisations 
categorised as associations. 

2. The oroanisation is ndvised to apply In triplicate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General cf Income-tax 
fTi.XLtnpiiorii), Calcutta through the Comm'ss’oner 
of Income ’axlDirector of Incomo-tyv tExentptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval ‘hould 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Deparlment of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
R. SINGH. Dy. Director of Income Tax ,'Exemptlon.s) 

TWm, 24!IHR7r, 1995 

smtfiT 

in. 2624.—RtJnrsrm 

f%tn ^nnr ^ P^f xterh: nftT- 

fwr, 19 61 tfft nm .3 5 ifV iJTHH.i ( 1 ) 'f 
(,ii) nrtTFT Pitm % fTm e ntftn fjr%r 

Rifti^r^ arm vr?r^ ^ ^ inftn 

tt: FT^fftfer fw tnn — ■ 

(i) R'Fsn tRijnErm ^ fnrr 

iiPt^di WhT I 

(ii) Ilf sm ^9irN«t5 ir^nsrin ^rfsfi tFKf '€1 

ftwTur fWtn iri tp fw 
sr^ttF iT<f % 31 nt fi^ Rf?ir, %r ff F 5 
3flr«itftrF antnam f^irrtr, n^itr 

ftl', Tf 110016 ^ 

^IR, ark 

(iii) Rf ^ 31 1 PT 357 : ?RT 

Tdfam ^iftEF %F[T 4^ ^ {m) mwr 
Rflklkw (03), ( 15 ) cm 

aiWPw ftnin aik (r) mtRFT 

m^w/muRn; Rfirdki*b (^) t^- 

ftr^ 3^3 RTOR TfiTT I aik nrwr 
nftrfknr, i96i ^ rri 35 ( 1 ) ift nf 
fkr=t Pfht tm rif PtjR ^ if Rk 5r r^tt- 
'rftfsTci irm-stm P^nra ^ ttf)- ^rkir 1 

rniSR ifT fTTR 

¥rsrr! fkrtp itiH, 

8 / 3 , iinre «nfV kr, 

3^ f3R^-110002. 

Rf lTftr^[^ 1 - 4-95 ?r 31-3-98 tHTiT?t SfnpisrT 

ftiR snrkt I I 

ftcqtjft;- 

1. gtnfw TiRT ( 1 ) 'W %rRR3T ^ rtit 

Rffr I 
2274 GI/95--4, 


[Risn 1433 /^. R. R. fn./an. (^); 

Tn. l^. ^.84/35(i) (ii)/90] 

mr; f^, 

Calcutta, the 24th August. 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2624.—It is hereby notified for general informaton 
that the organisation mentioned bclow has been approved by 
flic Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of .lause |Ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
"Association” subject to the following conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separaie books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(li) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
rc.scarch activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’. New Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 
and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxlDireotor of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the Mst October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also .a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of Its tcseaich 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Dabur Research Foundation, 8/3, Asaf AH Road, New 
Delhi-110092. 

This Notification Is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98, 

Notes ; 1. Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in iripHcate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-taxlDirecto, of Income-tax (Exemptions) 
■having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six cofeies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, 

[No, 1433/F. No. DG/IE(E)yND-84l35(l)(ii)I90} 
R. SINGH, Dy. Direcetw 


WFUr, 25 RRTR, 1995 

itnRFT . . .; 

^.RT.2625 ;—R%rRTT=T ^Ft 
fiFRT RTRT ^ fF f^THpArf^ RR3R "Ft, w f tm 
Rfsrf^R, 1961 RTTT 35 ’ifV R M iT R T ( l) % 
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(ii) ^ ITTW-'T fTTT flT'riT P % ErRff 

SET ''e^' T T 

WifpT <riEfif:=r jpir 7.. — 

(i) WR icfWJEr 'tnAT % fAE ?paT 

Tf^r, 

(ii) m? ^pr^rapT psfrft ^ pr 

arrfpsr Iatvtjt f^pfPr ^ ^ 

JTT % ;u ^ pFpt, T ?frefrf^ 

f^'flPT, at^fTfjrfT r JrfAm 

Tt7, 110 n 1 H Tit '^PT, srN 

(iii) Te[ SRT ^ % ;n ?rT 

3niT«f: A^T tiEr (t) p?Tf^»7+ 

(^f), i^) %tPtT ^»tT Pi^'tfPT 

^farp Erpt wIt (n) ^mr^fT/wPTT 

irfifH%7fTT (’5^) f3r7T% tT^rfaTE if ttp 

#<TW T!?TT t 5fTr ^rPTTT 'afijfpPT, 1991 =^1 

EOTT 3 5 ( 1) P Tt fEET fw Wt 
^ 3^' ^ Tt %7fT-q^SiPT ^rPT-s^rq- fww Tt 
vft IR5(T I 

JPTST Tt TIP 

■•El'iTv’tTpjcr STtlETfl 

‘'wpmftrft'' tPe .jft., 

fT’ETT TPT. *i'i|'Tt- 419 415' 

in^ CTftr^TTT fTTTT 1-1-95 T 31-3-97 TT aft 
5t^iTr^ ^ I 

ftaT<ifr ; 1. sTff (1) ¥m % 

EPJ 7# ?>rrT I 

2. *PET TT BSTK fop ^IPP ft fp % PP- 

p'HT ^ % Errr 4rpCTTT 

WTW/«IT9■+■■'■ fartw {'^z) Hrt !^- 
farTT P ^nr^-jT t % mrarr a ?nq- 
TT Jt^rfr^PT (^l), TTTTtTT Tt ffpT 
qftrq'T ii prtEr qr7, qft srgftj 

qsO % ^rqiT it fqriT stT^ET-'T^ Tt 
’31; Trfqqt fq'flrn- tt q^grr ttht 11 

tlir'1434/T'F-T.Tr.fa'.ATE (^)«PT ./^.^ - ^o/nS 

(i)(u)/89] 
wrc. fir?, RT fiptPT 

Cakuita, the 2Jth Angiiit, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2h25-—U is hcrcbv notitieef for jicneial infoimatioa 
flltt th« organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the frescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause tii) of sub-sor-tion (1) of 
itoction 33 of the Inconio-tax Act, 1961 under the caleaoiy 
“Association" subject to fhe followin,« conditions ; 


I it The organisbtion will mamtain separate boots of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It \sill furiiiah tlie Annual KeUirn of it; scicntfli- 
research activities to the Sccrctiiry. Departineni of 
Scieutidc & Industiial RcseiusU, ‘Technology 
Bhawan'. New Mchiauli Road. New Delhi-1 lOoTe 
for every linancuil year by 31st May of each year ; 
and 

(Iii) It will submit to the fai Director General of Income 
tax (Exemptions), l,b) Secretary, Department of 
Sclentvlk & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Incomc-taxlDircctor of Income-tax (Hxemp- 
lionsl. bavins iurlsdiclion over the orpauisat'on, b\ 
the 31 si October cacli year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts tind also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of Us research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
saib-scction (1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF TIIR ORCAMSATTON 

Environmental Protection Research Foundation, ‘,\rund- 
hate' Neill M.S.E.B., Vishrambug, S.ineli-H6415 
(M.S.), 

This NotiticiUiou is etfccRve foi the period fronv 
I 4-95 to 31-3-97. 

Nirtcs . 1. Condition fl) idxtve will ttrii apply to organisations 
categtsnsed as associations. 

2. Tlic organissbon is advised to apply in tripl’cal® and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General tif Income-tax 
(Exeinplionb). Calcutta through the Conin'ssipner 
of income-rnxiDircctoi’ of Income-tax lExemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific A Industrial Research. 

[No l.t:'4/F, No, DG/lT(El/M-70/35(D(ii)l891 
R. SINGH, Dy, Director 

TRTTTT, 2 5 5r»Tx7T, 1 9 9.5 

icnwr 

TT.>frr. 2626 ;—A^rmrTtJi qfr tisrtriPT 
fqm ^rrm f Ee fTRftTfjsrr Htratr ti, ?rpTTT iiftj- 
ftFRT, 1961 'gro 35 tjqtjnr ( 1 ) % trrs 
(ii) % mtfTT fTm % Pm o % srEfFr fql^ 
srifijTrPr fin fdHPfPyd wi qr % writ 

% ttrsfEi fTTT wr t:— 

(i) TETST TFtT % pTI BFEt ^ IW. 

(ii) ?TTT tSTlPlT FT^^-ITT Rqtfl TTTT TT [T>F 

errfqqr fRTCfi' T-'TT fTnlq TT % Pttt 
R xi T 31 qf TT qfTT, RSnfTT R RWlftlT 
fqNTR, trarr, ?tj RtirARl 

qi fRTTft-110 016 tt tr^nr, 5iV 

(iii) Rtf % 31 sfFTRt RT ^tRET^ffw?! 
RlPlRT UniT Rif afr (T) ?TTRTT R gi rd ^HK : 
(0?), (=r) qfqR ^srrfRRT TRT ttfRirPiT htj- 
xt str Fartr r'n (r) stirtt OTRspr/itrnTTy 

(wz) f5iR% if ^ ^ipjsT 

I 5iV RTRTFr rMritr, i9bi tT gm 



[m^T II—IT :i (i i) ] ’«T^ "PI ’‘1‘T'Ts . f»t?riTt 


:)5{ i) ii Tif fTTT# feTT w ^ ^ 

gR ir %^T-T’fTfaTfT ?fR-53Tq- ^'T '<ft SF^ff 

I 

^ 'HTfT 

qri^ 

'ft.sft.-BUU 1. ^.€1.507, 

^ fw^ ^FTT, 
q]^ —Sf^'?iTT-5(S0 0 8 0. 

f^5TFr 1-4-95^ 3i-;t-98 ?n; i|?t 

5TTrftJ % f^n; | 1 

; 1 (1) ‘'^'’ i 

f^=rrT ^ KFIT 1 

2. ’pTH t f«fr % 

smK?r % Tff ^n^rfF 

?rn>w/imrsrr (^j) fiR% sfer- 

if T?^ f ^ trrKFr»T wnr- 
^ ^i^if^^uK; (03), jp^r^Frr vt ^fta 
srffmT n "ifi 

^FT % ^ fW TTT^^-W ®: 

srf^ f'r'8T9' 'PT JFijT >fF7rr 11 

[F<= 1 435/tT1i.H.0,ffr./'3TT.T. (0J)^'.3T. 27 / 

35(ij)/9o] 

VfTT. fjT?,. TT fs[iFW 

CTakirttK, ihe 25lh August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2ti2<i.—It is hereli>' iiotilled for jteiieral intonnation 
that the organisation mentioned l'eli.n\ has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule fi of the Income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (li.) of sub—setliun (]j of 
section 35 of ihc Incomc-ia,\ Act, 19^1 under the category 
‘'Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(I) The orgunis'ation will maint,ain separate boots ot 
accounts for its research activities; 

(II) It vvill furnish the Annual Return of i's scientific- 
research activities to the Secretary, Dcpurtnient of 
Scientific & Industrial RcsearCli. 'Techtiolo.irv 
Bhawan’. New Mcluauli Road. New Delhi-IHtOI6 
for every financial year by 31 si May of each year; 
and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Inconie- 
tar (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Depvirtment of 
Scientific A Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxlDircetor of Incomc inx (Exemp¬ 
tions). having jurisdiction over the organisation, bv 
the 31fll October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts niid also a copy of ,audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its rcseatcit 
activities for which exemption was Kianled under 
sub-section (li of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961 . 

name of the organisation 

Ciii.enr Science Avsoi.iution, CV, Raman Avenue, 
FE No SOOl, Stida'his'nopar Post, Ban£alnTo..56o08t). 

This Nutifieaiion is effecloc for the pen’od from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98, 


:ifi,19Si.s/W'fii^ 8,19 17 

Notes : I. (.'ondition fi) above will not apply to organisstio*# 
categorised as as.socia'.ion.s. 

2 . The organisation is adviseil to apply in tripbeate an«l 
well ill advance for further extension of Um 
appiovitl, to the Diieclor General of Tiicomo-ltx 
(Exemptions). Calcutta through the Cooimiss'onM 
'if Income taxlDiiecloi of Income-tav lExeniptioni) 
having juii.sdiction over the oi'gan'Natioii. Six copiet 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sen) direeliy to the Secretary, Ocpai'tiTicnt of 
Scientific s'! Industrial Research, 

(No. n3,5/F. No. DG/fr(b)/K-|'-27/35il,Hii)IiJ0I 
R. SINGH, Dy. DirepWf 

47'TTFr, 2 5 19 9 5 

FTITF^ 

TT. in. 2 It 2 7 —=jf3rjr 
f^FTT ^ITT % % f'TrTf^TpTiT »Ttr5T Td, irftr- 

19(11 HFf 35 dft TTarm ( i) % 

(il) % ^TFFfri- % fTTR b % UTIr 
ITTfRSFFTT 3TTT ^TTf Rt- ‘fftr" % RRtt % 

inftR ITRRTf^ fdlTT RTT I : — 

3 ^ 

( 1) 5FIit^tr dm't % fTtr ^tTT 

(2) ?f^aTd RT'-it SEfift 

TifF?) fRwr fR’=ftT ^ftt % fF" RfRip ♦ 
31 Rf ?r^, ^JTtFrT R ?ftvTrrR4T ?r;^*TEJTR fTRR, 
Rln'Tf^ RTR, ?R R^tfl Rt 
1 10016 »FT 'R^Rl, 

( 3 ) R^ RR % 31 RRl 

RlfTR? FiRT Rfr (T) ^TIRT': RifrfR^fTRT 
(^), (tR) rFrr RRlfRT RRT RftR'TfiT-E TPj’f 
R'JIR fRRlR R-TC (R) RTRF RrRRR/Rnm 
Rflf^WT (’3S) fRR% aYRTfdRRT R -JRT 
RW t FfR-FC srFRfRRR. 19t>I SIKT 
35 ( 1 ) R Rl Ri fRRR fR‘Tr RRI RiffUR ^7^ 

% Rrt R RtST-R^tfSFT ’RlR-tSRR WlR RR ^ 
RTRl I 

RR3R RR RIR 

sfl.R.Trr&.RRi. ffRRl'T^, 
fTRR' RiTT^ttRR RTTR, 

RRFf '5Rr-412202. 

R5 IlfR^RRr FiRIR I-4-9.3 R 3 1-3‘98 RR 

rtFr Ri Ffi; R'rtRV 11 

fR^T : 1. TTRTT rR (i) ‘‘RR" l^Rf % 

fRtr Tifjij fTrfr ^RT I 

2. RRTR Rl RRTR FfRf RVRT J ^ 

W-JEliKR Rt RRfvj R^TR R' RTR%t 
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(t53:) 

ffHHT ir I % T 

5rrwT (^). ¥t 

cfPr irRFi'f it ^t 

% ’t'jra' it ?rr5r?;r-TS 

*itr w. srfrr?Tt v\ 11 

[^to 1436 tt 57/35 

(ii)/88] 

irn;, f^, ^ 

Calciftm, Ihe 25th August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2627.—It i.s hereby notihcd for general infoimiition 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prcseribed Authority under Rule 6 of the income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (it) of sub-stct^in vl) of 
(action 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
' As^ucialion ” subject to the following conditions : 

ti) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(iij Jt will fuiuish Ihe Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, Teclinology 
Bhawan’. New Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-110fll6 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 
and 

(liij It will submit to the (a) Director General cf Income- 
tax (Exemptions'), (b)- Secretary, Depuitmeot of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and tc) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxIDirector of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Anmtal Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities lor which exemption was granted under 
sub-scction (1) of Section 35 of Income tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

EAIF Development Research Foimdation ‘Kamdhenu. 
Scnapali Bapat Road, Pune-411016. 

. This Notification is effective for the period fromi 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98, 

Notes ; 1. Condition (i) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised as associations. 

2, The organisation is ndvi.sed to apply in triplicate and 
well in advance for further extension of ihe 
app'ov-ii. to the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions 1, Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of lncome-tax|Director of Income-tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six conies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No, 1436/F. No. DG/lT(E)/M-57|35(l)(li)l89] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

25 SnHrf, 1995 

JfTT.WT. 262 8.—sfiT tTfTTinT 

tirmT I Pf f'Ti-'inifer *fit, sttwi; 'trfa'- 

1961 tmr 35 ^ tsTtmr ( 1 ) ^ sra (ii) 

wrtnin: ftm % fwr 6 ^ wEr :nfsr- 


5FTtT TT “if'pTitT'’ % Tfitni % 

f%tTT i|*t I ^ t— 

( 1) RR5R injRtIFT SFFff ^ ftTir wm ^v gT R fgt rt 
T’i'RT I 

(2) tlTTR WSTlfRisfi SETRSJFT TT 

tl'F RlfTT fiRTiff ftvfnf ^ % f%TT ^ 

% 31 T ?ETTOET 

fTRTff, !f[?flfT4?t WT -vt^, rif f^^- 

1100 16 4T Rt^iTf, sftT 

( 3 ) RfT’F ^ ^ 31 ^ TTteiftT 

RTptPF #1^ srf^ (^) RTWT Htl i rdd gr f i (^), 
(^) Rkltiw ?F^.:itTFT TwET ttflT 

(ff) ^mmrr {^z) fipw 

ftraTfsTTlT R RRSR TSrfT I tflT 111111473: 4rfkfRRR, 

aPT 35 ( 1 ) ^ rT fft fppf fFRr Rqr 

^ % RTT ir Rw-sjpr %rprTrr tfy 

Mt-'JA I 

RR37T 471 RET 

PR. qP. RTflRT tfTSiStR 
ftWtpR RTRT RrR47Rr? TTf, 

Rlvir^’|f,4l41300,. 

fcTTT 1-4-95 « 31-3-97 fFF ^ 
RRfsr % Ihr JTRTRT 11 

1 . tjR^-RR ( 1 ) "m" ^ 

^ I 

2- RR 3R 47t IJfTTR f^RT JlIdT R 

RIRR 4fT RRftr % f^tr 

fRtw (753:) ftnr^ 

^RlftlRTR R RSrSR R?Rr I 47 RfSRR it 
STTRRTT: R^-fR%R4T (^(, WtTR 47t 

eftRarfipfr Sr rt^rr wrr'trr 4ft 

STR-fEI RfTR ^ RR«' ir f47tT RT^RR-TO 

4fr 75; RfRRT fRRTR 47T SPIRRTprr 11 

[RWT: {m:)j^.i28l 

35(i)(ii)/90] 

RP. fR5, RRfRRRTRTRtfTK 

Calcutta, the 25th August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2628.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned bclow has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-scCiion (1) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 196) under tne category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It will furr sh the Annua] Return of its scientific- 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. Tcchnolofy 
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Bhawan’. Nev/ Mchrauli Road, New Delhi-l J0016 
for every financial year by 31st May o[ each year ; 
and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis- 
'tlohci of Income-taxi Director of Income-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisalion. by 
the 31st October each year, n copy of its audited 
Anntral Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities tor wliich cxcaip'.on was fiianled urdet 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

N, M. Wadia, Charitable Hospital, Dad'asuheb Baikwad 
Road, SoIapur-413001. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-97, 

Notes ; 1, Condition (i) above will not apply to oryanisafions 
categorised as a.ssociations. 

2 . The organi.salion is iidvised to apply in tripl'cate arc! 
well in advance for further extenaion of_ the 
approval U> the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calculta through the Commessioner 
of Income-taxlt 111 c.'tor of Income-tax Exemption 
having jvrrisdictian over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

INo 1437/F No. DO/TTE)/M13,8/35(l)fil)I901 
R. SINGH. Dy. Director 

2 5 ?TiIFiT, 199 5 
sErPWT 

TTm 2 629-—^BWcTlT^T ^ TTlTJFr 

f^trrtsrRTr t rim ¥t, ^frTFt 

ffTTR, 19ei # SflTT 35 = 1^3 (l) % tJy 

(ii) % Ptt ttrrT-iN: Pttt ^ Pttt g % 3rsfr=T 

SrififTlT^ 5KT TT "ffETET” % fITtf 

% W'TFT dFTtfrpTT PPTT TTT |:— 

( 1) ?HI3tf ^TTRf % p^T itiHiT 

fttiTT 1 

( 2 ) tfnfTT fTtHfEIFT fHTtify tfTqt m 

ETi dTplTi fTyffT qT % fvTO; tfT 

% 31 Ft fW ’TPtT, tTfrpTdf q tH^rpET TFTRtTFT 

fiTtTFT, qYiirftTTt )TTT, if^M d?, di fqyvft- 
110016 dir #3rtTT, srk 

. ( 3) qtf % 31 

qiftdT Rpf (qr) tf^lPlt'-fFE (^), 

{^) Tfdq qqiPitt TdT t4i1«i'iriidr cf'jffard PTfrui 
(ir) Tf^firqw (^) p5rd% 

fdaTpfdTT if ffq3d qw I qir mqqn; ^rftTfTirtT, 
1961 qff iqm 35 ( 1 ) ff qf dt fef^ qqf 
^ ^ ff vndT-Tff%q tqpT-^q-q f^Eirq qq 
tfr q%rT i 


qqisq TT qm 

^qiqqf o'^ifst-n tn /qi t^dwqTvf qr^qq, 
tTqfq-in, qT’f.qqK.qrf. 
qf PlfFlf- 1 10 012 

q^. qpF^qqr fetT 31 -1-95 q 3I-3-97 qff 
qqfy' % fqir qq^ft 11 

fe'qtjff; 1 - TT-fTT qq ( 1 ) "qq” w qqq ^ P?n^ 
qm q^ gVq 1 

2- qqjq qif ’jqrq Pxtt qrqr I fq ^ 

HTqq qf qqfj q?rq q fqq qiqq^ qrqqq 
qrqqiT fqqqqi (^) fqq^ ^qrfqqrn; if 
qqsq qfqi f, % qrsqq q qrqTf: q|T- 
iq%qT qqrqqi qq tffq qfqtff 

if qrqqq qr?, qqofdq qff qqfq q^ % 
q^ if fqn^ qrqqq-qq qff ts; qf^ 
fqqiq Tt 5H^q qr^qi % 1 

[q. 1438 (trtfiq q.fq./qi.q*. (^) 
ltq.^.-13l/35(i)( il)/9S] 
qK. fq^. fq^qqr 

Calcutta, the 25th Austist, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2629.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the orgaDisation mentioned below ha.s been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 ol the Income-tax 
Roles, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
■section 35 of the Income-tax Act. 1961 under the category 
'■institution” subject to the following conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) Jt u-ili furnish the Annual Return of i's scientiAc 

research activities to the becretary, Department of 
bcientific & Jndusliial Research, Technology 
Bhawan’. New Mchrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 
and 

(iii) It will .submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 

tax tE,xemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commii- 
sioner of Income-tax|Director of fucome-tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisat'or.. by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities lor vvli'ch exemption was granted under 
siib-section (1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act. 
1961, 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

National Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Avemie-It, 
lAHI, New Delhi-] 10012. 

This Notification is eficctive for the peilod from 
31-1-95 to 31-3-97. 

Notes : 1. Condition (i) above will not apply to organisation* 
categorised as associations. 

2. The oiganisation is 'advised to apply in triplicate and 
well in auvance for further ex'teurioii of the 
api.-eval, to the Diiector Geneial of Income-t»S 
(Exemptions) Calcutta through the Commissioa*r 
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of Income-tax|Director of Income-tax fHxcmptions) 
hiivinf! jui'isdiction over the organisation. Six copie* 
of the application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary. Department of 
■Sc'enlific & Industriiil Research. 

[No. No D'i I' T.,ND.j31/,t?(D(.;):95| 

R. SINGfl, Dy. Director 


we! ^ HW if frrr 
^ JTftTtTt fw'flTJT vt »inTrr 11 

[HWl'. 1 4;j9 (nrir.^T. R.fiT./sErT.T:. 

{i 

tiK. ^ 


TtWfTT, 25 IIW, 1995 
ITTJT^ 

■fT-Slf. 263 0.—^hWTHTTW OffTaRT 

fWT inTT I inretT 4 tt, tnw^ irfer- 

r^ERT, 1961 ^ STRT 33 ^T ’^TOKT (l) ^ 

(iii) % sTTim %PTtRr o % w>rfrf??r 
jriftRTH grrr fTr;Tf?=rf»3R sirff fR: 

% mlPT 5P?pfrfef fsfTtiT w t:— 

(1) spiTTETr^ firir ai^rtr ^qr-^ftirr 

I 

(2) sTfrifisn^r •FEff m 

7^ pjq j U| Pr^ip ftRfPr =nT % firtr Urg'^ zpf 

% 31 Rf fT^ ’TNtT, %Tf¥ff J iftiTTfw 

f^wT, “ej Tt fWt- 

110 0 16^ sTbr 

( 3 ) sr^fi % 31 tiTffsn: fef %ifr-'Tfr- 

9f1cr tRfq^ $nTT ?f)- srl^ (sp) rnim R g T fd ^gi ^ (^) , 
(^) tjrrf?EP fnTT ip^sit^ fwirr, 

?fR (^) mq-sr-c ^r^rf^fTPP (®j) %t% 

sf'^rftrtpR if ^f’req' | ’pTt ^rMfrifiT, 
1961 4ff trm 35 ( 1 ) if ff ’it fTfRr ftRT »RT 

1^ % 5nT if %i5rr-q-tftrtfrfr ?rrq-'5ir<T 

»fr SRfTff ^RIT I 

?pm frm 

^tiTiWTO ’t?XT”'f 

'ft. 3fT. T . 6 0, 

?nfftr, tT^W-3880 01 

wfy^WWT fwWTO 1-4-95 if 31-3-98 ^ 

wtrfa' % wwrff 1 1 

fzRoft; 1 . BRT ( 1 ) “ww” %T want %f?rE 

fTP^ ^ 5RT I 

2. wnsp tffr ^TcTt ^ fsp # ir^- 

WRT ^ wwftr WETOT 

uTtr«itT/wR^ f?R5TO (w) !^?rT- 

ftr^oT: if wwjicr twt | % wurw % 

WTtm: R^tfil^TW ( 1 ^) , ^tcTOTTT Tf 
?fPT srfrpff if Tfr^ap 3R, <f 


CalcMitu, the 25th August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

SO. 2630.-11 i.s bcrcuy notified for general informatioB 
that the organisation mentioned belOiv has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authoiiiy under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
■section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
■ Association” subject to the following conditions t 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for ils rcseaich activities ; 

(li) It v.'iJl furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary Department of 
Scientilic & Indiistiidl Reseati.n, ‘Tcchnolo.gy 
Bhawan’. Nevv Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-l 10016 
for cveiy financial year by 31st May of each year; 
and 

(iii) It will submit 10 the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (bl Secretary, Department of 
Scientific <t Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxlDirector of lucome-iat (Exemp¬ 
tions). having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the Mst October each year, a copy of it' audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption vras granlej under 
.'ub-soetjon (1) of Section .35 of Income-1 a,x Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Jnstiftite Of Rural Management, Post Box No. 69, Anaod, 
Gujarut-388091. 

This Notification is eHective for th* pciiod from 
)-4-95 to 31-3-98. 

Notes ■ I. Condition (i) above will not apply to organisation* 
categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is 'advised to apply tn triplicate ajid 
■sell in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calciitt.a through the ComnTssioner 
of Incorae-taxIDircctOi- of Income-tax (lixcn ptionsl 
having juiisdiclion over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for exteit.sion of approval should 
be sent dircclly )o the Secretary, Department of 
Scentific & Industrial Research. 

[No, I439/F. No. DG/[T(E)/G-6|35(1)(iii)l891 
R. .SINGH. Dy. Director 

WfiTTf, 2 9 1995 

WETOf 

2 631.—^ 

FfTT ^31TTT % fTRTP#JT WTSIT TT, wfefyRW, 

1961 WRT 3 5 '^f TTEJfrr (l) tTT ( 11 ) ^ 
klFTOT fWTff ^ pRR 6 % W-JIT 
srirr fTiRftTi%T WTt 73- "TT" T 
ftftrr TfTT I-— 

(1) RTrer wTwyR trT ^ ffiT 

I 
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( 2 ) q?J ‘rwTfrv ^prmjT^ 'Pr 

Bfrtn^ ^ftr F'-w vt^'TF 

^ ip Txf ffifr -^Tifi^, tsTT^TT g" jfrsfiftT =tr?i^aTT 

-a <‘^. "Tt fc-^- 

11001 b ^ tfw, 

( 3 ) W T 31 ^ar-'T'^V 

ftjTr( ^ Si-f^, (^) wr^fTi- (®^), 

(^) ^Tirf^ ^«Tr CFfPJT^r f^4T»T. 

(Tf) ?TF-1^ ^TFTW/^l'l'M-F''' TTKlf^ur^ (if^) f3f44r 

(^tmr it -m 'T?'iTr ^ irVJTT'TtTT irfaf-tii'T 

19 61 ^ itm 35 ( 1 ) it ft ^rf 
ffiffspT wj % »nt it ^^^t-^^^^ f^ftw ^ 

vft w:^ I 

?Pt5?T ^ !Ttft 

WT’', ^Ttftfl’^f '^S'2:, 


tlic 31st October each year, a copy of Its audited 
.Annual Accounts and also a cony of audited Tneome 
and lixpenditure Account in rcspcci, of its research 
activities tor which exemption was granted under 
sub-aection (1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

Name of the organisation 

Sci.-Tcch Centre. Dalamal House. Natimaii Point. 
I3umbay-400021. 

This Notification is eltective for the perii'd from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98. 

Notes : 1. Ciondition (i) above wiU not apply lo orsanisations 
categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply m triplicate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Dircclor General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutia through the Commissioner 
of [nconic-'axlDirectoi of Income-tax (Ex'-mptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, Si.x copies 
of the application for extension of approval should 
hr scut directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Sc'entific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1410/F. No nG/lT(E)/M ■)R/35(I)(ii)i90i 


sFT^-400031 


R. SINGH. Dy. Direclor 


^i ft i yi TTT ffrrrT 1-4-95 ^ 31-3-99 TF 

(ift sT^trrft f, I 

WofT; 1 . tiRl ( 1 ) ^ 

?Tnj I 

2. ^'r ’piTT fTTT'iTPTr t ttrjRTifJT 

ararfAj srnr^n: 

rq^» |' 4i (^) fjFF% W^rtiblTn; ir #45^ 
iTSffTl ^ trreJHT H (^), 

Wfirn ffk if 4iT, «nj- 

aff «rfFT % if fw, ^n^- 

w 15 : srfffTt fwFi sTf^iT 5f7m 11 

[gwr;i44o tTr:. if. . 

98 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)/9o] 

VH- ffl^, ■Jrfhdvi'Ti 

Calcutta, the 29th August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 


29 itnTErT, 199.5 

IT.?!!. 2632.—irt’mirnr fi tTT?g-Fr ^fi 

fF^ri f, fF FT, mtm: srrKT- 

filTR'. 190 1 tiff tir^ 35^ ^JTTT (l) % ??«' (iii) 

F f^rr mmrr. fvriTR % e ^ tgitflTT sirfu- 

Frfr ?TTT nTAHrtM>9rT vra'f % 

jTEiffF ?r9[tfifirT %tt w ^:— 

( 1) 'fflRF tFHfAJTT FFit % f^TF WSTT %JTT- 
5ri%5t FJjtTT I 

(2) tiff apTF tfmf'TF trtJFffR ifFtfj FHft FT 
EF FTfFF fFFTF SfcFF fFtflT ^tf % JTfTF 

5Tt} F 3 1 trf rlF *TfF!r t^TTpIF F ’SftFffTF tfTF- 

CT 

FFFT fFFTF, tlFF, FtJ' ilgti^tfT fTir, Ff 

fF^. 110016 FT ^FT, sf>T 


^.O. 2631.—1( IS hereby notified for general information 
tliat the organisation mentioned belOw has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority imdcr Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, for the purposes of claii.se (ii) of sub-seclion (!) of 
section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the categoiw 
“Association” subject to the following eondilious ; 

(i) The organisation wiU maintain separate books of 
accotints for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish ihe Annual Return of its scientific 

research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientilio &, Indusliial Reseat c , ‘fechnoJogv 
Bhawan'. New Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 3].st May of cath year ; 
and 


( 3 ) Ff FFFF FF F 3 I 'EIFfFF FF Ftgf— 
TffftTF FlfFF FFT ^ Urd (F), FfFF^ FftlfF^FF 
(’SF). ((F) FfFF ^FfTFF Fdf ^’’fFirFF TTFFFTF 
tFiTTF, 3Tfr (u) FfFFT FT i{FF/FfW F FSlfF^FF (t^f) 
fiTF^ ’'SFrfFFTF if FFF FF3F TlFf t sffT STRFt' 
tFftjf^FF, ]9(il Fff FTFT 35(l) if tff Uf fcFF 
fFFT UFf FFfFtI T?F F FfT if %^-'T^TfaiF ^TTF- 
iilF ffFTF Ff iff FfFF FFFT I 

FFFF FI fifF 


(iii) It wiU submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (h) Secretary, Deptirtment of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxlDirector of IiiCome-tax (Exemn- 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 


(FTF Flifni 
WF TfFFf. fi;>FT Tf^FT, 
IfTRIF-5 00 04 9. 
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■7^ ?rPtr'j’T^r n 31 3 - 9 S 

tfjrrtT % Tttt | 1 

1 . ■3‘3''?TT JTT (i) ^-T^f % fTT^ 

S>TT I 

2- HJT5vr ?j?Tr^ f^JTT'iTT=rr t f% T ?rT- 
TfpFT ^ ^-37^ % Trr!; 37Tq-^T/^ri’iTIxr 

Tir-TTT (®t) f5rfr% s^rf'cmr 

if ;rfq-:i77 q-ff^r t %TTrTq-K iT'TTq'TT Hgl- 
hE^'FTE (^ff), sp.qrTr^iT 5rPrin rf 

ifr^FT % 

Tig a" T f^ri-r !irr^T?r-'Ta- ^ ^'t 

Sf/T^IT % I 

[4'oTr. 14 11 (o;cfi. jf. ’t.Pi./ti. t. (®a)/^T./ 
73 ;. 'fV.-9/35(i) (ii)/90j 

TnC.fTn, TJTfT^iTT^FaTTfTr (^J), 'T^. 

Calcutta, the 29th August, 1995 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 2632.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Atithority under Rule 6 of the Income-tax 
Rules, lor the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-seclion (1) of 
letlion 35. of the Income-tax Act, 1961 imder the category 
"Institution" sirbicct to the following conditions r— 

li) The organisPtion will maintain separate books of 
accounts lor its research activities; 

iii, will furnish the Annual Return of its sciciit'hc 
research activities to the Secretary', Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, "Technology 
Bhnwan’. New Mchrauli Road, New DcIhi-llOOlb 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year: 
and 

(iii) It wiU submit to the (a) Director General of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary. Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and {C) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-faxiDirector of Income-tax (E.xcmp- 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation, b\ 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Anniral Accounts "and also a copy of audited Income 
rind Expenditure Account In respect of its rc.search 
sub-section (I) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Administrative S'hrfI College of India. Bella Vista. Hyde- 
nihnd-500049. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1 . 4-95 to 31-3-98, 

Notes ; 1. Condition (i) above will not apply to organisation.s 
c,ategorised as associations. 

2, The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate and 
well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Dirccior General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions). Calcutta through Hie CommVs'oner 
of Incomc-lax|Diieclor of Income-tax (Exemptions) 
having juri.sdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for cxten.sion of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary. Department of 
Sc'erififiC Industrial Research. 

[No. 1441 (F. No, DG|IT(E)|AP-9|35(])(li)i90-IT(E)] 

E- SINGH, Dy. Director of Income Thx (Exemptions) 


(Ti-sfpp ) 

?Tr^ 

22 1095 

THTTf 

Tt.’lTI. 2633.— 'flTTffT sTrcrff tTfufffqR, 1809 

( 189.0 TFT 2 ) fT UNT 9 TT-VRT ( l) % 
i^) TIFF T4TT UrfdTPl srq'trf qtTd- ^,?t;TT 

BT'FTF TTfl^STTI' R. oTf'Tr^l' iTf tfjTtnrftTfT TB., 

'Ff TffET siFd 'dTfli: ffXfT ITT Fft f.qrr qrr 

rrirfer jpF ir^r ftt 'fft jrfftrfff sittf 
311 fF3ffT S'RT^TRT fFE FF FFc-r B'E 47 

ttFsI F'TV T BTffFfT I 4, 5 0, 0 0 0 

TF ^ ff.’iin ariA 13.50/1350/- f. f 

if 'TfTT^TftT Tsr 9% F 

FIT'ff p I 

[f. tg/os-vST.FT. F. 33 / 24 / 9 . 5 -fF.F.] 
FF. |B1T, ITFTFfFF 

(Department of Revenue) 

ORDER 

' New Delhi, (ho 22nd August, 1995 

STAMPS 

S.O. 26.33.—In exercise of ihc powers conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-seclion (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Govemmeiit hereby permits 
M A. Balaji Hotels and Enleipri.se3 Limited to pay consolidat¬ 
ed stamp duty of Rupees Fifty Lakhs Sixty two thousand 
and five hundred only, chargeable on account of the stamp 
d'uty on 9 per cent Fully Convertible Debentures of Rs. 1350 
each bearing distinctive numbers 1 to 4.50,000 of the aggre¬ 
gate value of Rupees Sixty Crores and Seventy Five Lakhs 
issued by the said company. 

INo. 19/95-Stamps P. No, 33/24/95-STl 
S, KDMAR, Under Secy. 

Fff^vflr, sfFFTFF, 1995 
FFET 

FT.^IT. 2 634.—FFFftF FSTPiq jqfsjftTqTT, 1399 

ft 899 FT 2 ) Tft Fm 9 q?t FF-FRT (l) % t?f-S 

(tst) a:nT ft fftf f^f ftr, 

FTFIT FfTFSPT FSDF^ ttoF [Ff TffF, F") 

FIT FFT t-TTF FVt rpFTF irffn; FT FRfFF 

PliFF 51a FT^ Tift FFfFf ^ f. FtfF FFT iFFtT 
OFTFlft fFF FTF FfF RTF ^F F^Yf Tqrr 

FFT ^ 01 9 9 FF 4ft fqfFfe Fr% 12.5% 

RSITEF TTsF fFF fFFF FFTF 200 5 (OBTift >'4‘(FTr) 

% RT’F-Ta % Fsnrq-^ ts'Fqvfr ffr FOFT % FTT'iT 

FFW ^ I 

[F. 2 0/95~7fCTFr/Fr,F, 3 3/3 2/9 5-fF,F.] 

FF. ^FR, V(^T. Ff^F 
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»ri^ ipr 3 o, i i# s/ffirw s, 1 u 17 

(7:r7R^ I^Trq-) 

i 3 f?f?rpan:j 1995 

W. ’HT. 203fi—'fll^fTT^TT % ^ 

fm f^^s’f'T iiS"! ’fix ri5:fr''^r 


t»{i^Il—CXi J (ii) ] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 5lh September, 1995 
STAMP 

S.O 2634.—In oxeicise of the powers eonferred by clause 
(bj of sub'sc-tion (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act. 
1899 (2 '.f ilie Central Government hereby permits 

Mahariidnia S'aic lifianrial Corporation, Bombay to pay 
consohdait'd ilamn duty of rupees seven lakh and fifty 
thousand only ctuirKeable on account of the stamp duty on 
12,5 per cen! Maharashtra Stale I innneia! Corporation Bonds 
2005 (fi8 series) Bonds bearing dXtinctive numbers 01 to 
99 in lire form of debentures of *hc aggregate value of rupees 
ten crores luilv lo be issued by the said Corporation. 

INo. 20/y5-SlHmps (H. No, 33/32:/93-ST)] 
S. KUM.AR, Under Seev. 

Tiw f^ni) 

irtiq-itT) 

iifjfvn^T, i9Pf, 

TT. HU. 2 0 3 5,—194 9 
(1949 W[ lO) dft yPT 53 STTI itlPfrlff 

Rtfrtr ^rr, ^ 

riTTirT!?r qx, TfTTjnr, x^Tiir S' ^ u - 

fTTT qf tirn 19 ( 2 ) TXTiTtr ifrtqi 

7f¥tTT qx 1 3 ] 9 9 7 rTXi ^ 5!TXfu % 

ffquTP] ^x if^x^xx^ xxsrfx^i^t- 
t^TX % fi-q it 'firs TTTXx dtqf- fxfxxT itt 

30% X 'tirsr^ ii\ 5fXi=r wx' fsft ttfr txx^t jjTfqxi 

I' 

['fWT-l 5/5 924'T 31't Ci] 

fi. Xvf. OTXX, 3m xfx f 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 11th September, 1995 

S.O, 2635.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
section 53 of the Banking Regulal'on Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the recommendation of the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisfons 
of Section 19(2) of the said Act shall not apply to United 
Bank of India, Calcutta, for a period up lo 13th June 1997 
in so far as they relate to its bolding of shares in excess 
of 30 per cunt of (he paid up share capital of Standard 
Moped Co. I.td,, as pledgee. 

[No. ]5,''5/92-BOA1 
B. E. SACHDEVA. Und'er Secy. 

srrxxx 


197 1 ( 1 97 1 T1 52 ) ^ ^IRl 3 T^XX^rm X ’TtffX 
XlXW Tl. X. G 73/1 la/oi-ift.X. 8 rxXTX' 19-R-1994 
fxfwxrfr fxxi xi fx xix? irnxx x^si 
’'4> nfJix MX, ^> 5 , xH'fr^f xrxx xwcf)rx-2, 
xf 10049 XX fXf'iS’ X'' fXXT ^ 

xrxTXTx, mix, xf X X ■'’xr xrx xrfxi 

g% •tfi'fXM X XK X'xXt q7TX X "Xxx XI xXi i 

2- xmx % qrx x? fxxTTx MX qri mux 
^ fXr iirfipr TXTX Xt XK|T t Xf XXX Xf fXXT 
I fxxX TXXXTX?! XllfXWTXX XftXfHT; 

3 . Xcf: xx %xXx xxm, XMxXjfxxx xXaixi 
7 iXxqxm ( 1 ) % ’X's (r) xttt xxri nfmft xx 
cxTxqrXr x^ fxxur XXf | Xe gXfxx sxfxx sx 
xifx % XTxxXx TTxqx X xwrx% 7fxx % XXrr 

tjfXx XTXXX IXeEfV % XX5T ?TfXT I 

[Xd. X, 67 3/ll5/94-Xt.3J.-8] 
MXT XTX, vmx xfxx 

(Department af Revenue) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13th September, 1995 

S.O. 2636.—Whereas the Joint Secretary to the Govern¬ 
ment of India, specially empowered under sub-sectioii (1) 
of section 3 of the Conservation of Foreign Exchange and 
Prevention of Smuggling Activities .Act, 1974 (52 of 1974) 
issued order F. No, 673/n5/94Uu3. VUl dated 19-8-1994 
under the said sub section directing that Shri laved Alam 
S/o Shri Abdul Hassan, G-5, New Delhi South Extension-ll, 
■New Delhi-110049 be detained and kept in custody in the 
Central Prison, Tihar, New Delhi with a view to preventing 
him from stnuBBling goods in future. 

2, Wlicreus the Central Government has reasons to believe 
that the aforesaid person has absconded or is concealing him¬ 
self so that the order cannot be executed; 

3. Now therefore, in exercise of (he power conferred by 
clause (h) of sub-section fl) of Section 7 of the said Act. 
the Centia! Government herehv d''ecf9 the aforesaid person 
to apnear before the Commissioner of Police, Delhi within 
7 days of (he publicalion of (his order in the official Gazette. 

[F. No, 673/1J5/94-CUS. VllI] 
JAMNA DA.SS, Under Secy, 

X.X, -XX XXXfEfX 


MTMTT, 16-0 5-1995 
(X. 1/95-96) 

XX,ITT. 2637.•—UTXM nfXfxXX, 1961 (l961 XX 43) xX tTKI 120 XqmT (l) TJX XX-XITT ( 2 ) X' 
xiRirfxxXr xx xxXi MXjfx xx m Xf# % itsw %fXxtxT 19 - 7 - 1991 % qx" 

qXIR X. fxXvyq: (XEXF-'fxj/x^iTT (Xrl 7 rFTX)/ 9 l/ 2339-63 X' fXf^ XrXxiff fffa i X f XX qFTT mX X 

%rRXR Hum q x,—, xxfXTjrr pt'^tti fX^ ^xi s f% hutm: nfidwi i96i % Htftxi’jun 3 r 

2274 01 / 95-5 
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'IT i\ \ tE-r mrEft/f^rafET It etEtt --kf fjtef-4 ^ 5rrq'-FF: m-TfE ^ 

wsrfsrTTT^ pjF ^iTmrfETF fE^r^nr ^ ^risfEr fEPErfr-r ?RTrsfl % ^fet 2 e ife^w F.ErfT?iF 

wftrwFt % sr^FF^rf^^l ^ JiiiET e?’ ^3^ TFriff ^ ^Fiy i 

fEEFirw ^rfsT^rrO- siWrfa^/iTFw’lr % w f*PET sturwEr^ Ertw 

9 . TF 'EFETE % ?mt^T 


1 


2 


3 


4 


1. H1FFW STFif^T ?rFq;^^ tT^iTTT E , ?rF .'EFT ,, 1 ?( 1) ., ^ FEET W. .,, F^F-1 7, T<lHitil 

^f/uKIFFI^ fw %FEfl1WFET 
EFTtn I 

(Fj) .Ef7FWr^ 1W % Sff^a^TT^^FT 

EFITE f^FATT ETFT/EfFfTTE >!, 2 FTF^JF 
1 0 ^ ^ I 

(JF) fW % ^^rFfsEPlT E 

5FTEFFT% FT«fl f^WET ^ETTSF P.^' 

FTfrTFFfnr FFET^ E? FTf^ e' 

T"I|U1 % E^FifF HIH'4 
(e) aTETSFr-?; ^rfafFEET 1961 ^ arE 
202% mfFr »iET TT aFFSfFFft ^F Fr«t«fV 


FT^ FEWf Itl ?Fr feet STF , «F . FFli-l, 

E^fFPTF^ %T ^5 ^ I 
FF? FTfaFTSF^E FFfFET 5F^ ^ STFFf ^1 

[ft. fiTi%a-l/«?^Tfsr^FE[/q-.?.-X/95-96/718] 
^FFE STET, 5FEEET ?FE{W, 

OFFICE OF the COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX. WEST BENGAL-X, 

Calcutta, the 16th May 1995 
Na 1 /95-96 

S.O. 2637 In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) and sub-section (21 of Section 120 of the FT. 
lActg 1961 (43 of 1961) and the guideliiios given by C. B. D. T. vide Ch«irtaian>. DO.F, No. DIR(hORS)/Ch 
!(D.T 91/2339-63 dated 19-7-1991 ^ I. ihe Commissioner of Income Tax, Wes^ Bcngal-X Calcutta hereby direct 
that the A, C J,T, as per Col. 2 of the schedule bekw, wil] exercise the powers and perform the functions of 
jAjscssing Officer under the Income fax Act, 1961 inrerpert of the assrsjees and other cases/claases cf asse^a- 
.irngspAcifled in Col (3) and falling under the jurisdiction and administrative control of the D, C I Ts as per 
1 Col 4 below, ... 

S1-Nq . Designat ion of the A ssessing ofB ctr Jurisdiction/Class es of cases _ Under adm inistrative control of 


Assistant Commissionar of Income (a) All existing cases relating to the ■ DrC.l.T’, Range-17. Calcutta 
Ta.x Bejhompoie district cf Mursfaidahad peseritly 

assisgened to the A.C.I T, Circle- 
17 (IX Cal. 

(b) All new cases basing income/ 
loss Rs. 2 lakhs to Rs. 10 lakh® in the 
territorial areas of the district cf 
Murshidabad. 


(c) All existing Search & Seizure 
cases and ahso the search cases which 
may come up in future in the rerri- 
torial areas of the district of 
Murshidabad- 

(d) All matters relating to T.D S, 
u/s, 202 of the I. T. Act, 1961 
which arc at present assigned to 
the I.T.O, Ward-], Murshidabad 


"^hii notiflcation will come in force with immediate effecL 


[No. Misc-l/Jur/WB-X/95-96/718] 
SUBRATA DAS. Commissioner of Income Tax, 
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W|wr W TITI? ■ fijHW't 3 II, ] 9 y 8,1 9 i 7 


BfTfaRJT 

(r*t'^wi sjTiHi' H^iri^iiKiii') 

^ f^wrt, 8 19 9 5 

^IT, 263 8 ;—TT. ^, %. fTT. 

f¥^{W^ ), 3 ttoT HTJT, ^ fe^- 

110002 Tt ii5T%f^ 3ft <Tr?fifra-JT w 
^ 6.148 5TWI1T % 42,67,326/- 

^TU, (win#»T ^^TPaT ?rfvT3?;3rr7: 
i f^q (nqifT PIT^ ^io >ft/ it/3494614 
19-6-1995 fen wr “nI 

I 

i)iT n mrnn 4ft ^ftni Pinnn sfet^pr 

ain afn; ftrfeR fera^ srfn 4 ft nn f-n Pm w wrtrr'’: 
'k 3TTft «ffet «p wR-^n fen t Jjn #rt- 
fenk snrfeT srfe afe: kfem fer^n 5ife 
lit * ^ ^pawT ?t- ni I' I ^ ifft ?nFTT 

iPTT t fe fef^ 'fft iftRTTfiP^r srrftmft % 

n^’Pmr nm «n afe: nurm nrw 
^ 4)1 fen ^ I 

I ' 2, ?m iF*nT jp nim mrn'nsrmrr ^ 
i 9 . 7- 9.5 sk nti^t 9^41 ^nnsT’ feftm wm fen: 
fjynn fer 'TT q 4 i ffe'Tnn fen 11 ^r 

t kf' nniRt ?n?fn n, 'ft/it/ 

^494614 ferfe 19-6-1995 'fft’nT SfftnOljpr ife- 
^n feifeiT irfcf 3itT fefnim ffesm ^rfefe srri gt 
Iff I (pran <tF«rfepn k ’k ft 1 fefer amniT, 

tT^rffennm fafet jm ^nrt ^rrfet nfesr it . 
1060 {v) feffe 31-12-93 T niftn inm nk^fiff 
k spitn j't ^ ■ w fe. ^S4^4, fe ffeft fe 
Jrrft nnmr' ifew n. 'ft/it/34946 14 fen^i 

19-6-95 "Pt nn^Rl 4n?n fi I 

I 

' 3 . 4 ft iftnnrp^ fern fefep irfn 

tk fttfePT 511^ afefefeiPT fete'll srfff 4ft 

'iTif 4ft *m n^trft 4ft ^n |i 
'itr.n. iTfefe^/'feTn/ioi2/qqn. 95/qnnnqn/5 2o] 
q^. q^. iTfeM, gn n^rfefep, ffen eqrm: 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
(Directorate General of Foreign Tjade) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8th Sleptember, 1995 

>.0. 2638.— Ml/s. J. K. Industries Ltd., (Pharma Division), 
Bahndurshali Zafar Marg, New Delhi-1 lOOOZ, were granted 
^ni Import Licence No. P/D/3494614 dt. 19-6-95 for 
Is. 42.67.326 (Pony two lakhs sixty seven thousand three 
lundtod and twenty six ordy), for import of 6.148 MMU 
aL Peniciiiin-G Potassinm First Crystal. 


funhei been slated that the licence was not registered with 
any chistoma Aulhonty and as such the value of import 
Jiceiice ha.s not been utilised at all. 

2. In support of their contention, tlic licencee has filed 
an ulTidavii on stumped paper duly sworn in before a 
Notary Public on 9-7-95, T am accordingly satisfied that 
the oitginal Customs purptise control copy and Exchange 
Control copy of import licence No. P/D/3494b14 dl. 19-6-95 
have been lost or mEplaccd by the firm. In exercise of the 
powers conferred on me under order S.O. 1060(E) dt. 31-12-93 
issued by DGFT, New Delhi, the import licence No. P/D/ 
3494614 dt. 19-6-95 issued to M,'s. I. K. Industries, New 
Delhi is hereby cancelled. 

3- Duplicate Customs Purpose Control Copy and Exchange 
Control Copy of the said licence arc being issued to the party 
separately. 

[F. No. SPL/NS/10)2!AM.9513LS1520] 
H. L. ASWAL, Dy. Director General of Foreign Trade. 


TFTffe -aTRfeTr mferafe 

Rlt^ap fen"^nT tfem 

tlf fefe, 6 ffeRT, 1995 

TT. ?rT. 2639 :—%?5fe RT'FR, TpsfRTtlT (^’4 
fefeff % feqsrafe) ffeq, 1976 ^ 

ferr 10 %t3TffeiT ( 4 ) q, Tififep 

qqqfer qrfer sfe qktsrffet feqrq femq % 
fef^irrefe, qRrffe qrtrr sf’t v ffeqfefer 
^TTfeff, fefer 80%^qfErfi ^nferfeft 4q 

tfnqqnjqr Jirq rft feqr t,' tk qr^PT 
qfci(|fq q TPft t:— 

1 . qfeq tfiRiT ^qnfer, 

qr <rf)o qFFF , qqfet «fnqfeq, 
qmr (PT, q?qqT iU, cffEfqqi:, 
qtqm-462003 

2 . qirq^i: iinqrT Trqfer, 

qTTffe qqrr ^qM, 

ii7/ii8^qqfer qqr, 47Tq'i<-208005 

3 . 'pqr qiw^nqfeq, 

qp.fffe qiq^f qijqf'jq jTfKjqq qferr. 

q3qr-80ooi3 

[qtsqr 11012 / 8/ 9 

Tfq fefF TN^q, fq^qqt 

MINISTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES, CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
& PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 

New Delhi, the 61h September, 1995 

S.O. 2639.—In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of Rule 10 of 
the Official Language (use for official purposes of the Union) 
Rules, 1976. The Central Government hereby ftotlflee the 
lollowing branch offices of Bureau of IndisArfStandarda^ qnder 
the control of Ministry of Civil Supplies, Consumer Af{airi 
and Public Distribution, where more than 80 per ceiq \ of 
the staff have acquired working knowledge of Hindi 


The film has applied for issue of Duplicate copies of 
Customs Central Purpose copy and Exchange Control copy 
ofi the above-mention licence on the ground that the 
oiignal Customs pm'posf control copy and Exchange Control 
eqpy of the Ucince have beefi lost or misplaced. It has 


1. Bhopal Branch office, 

Bureau of Indian Standards, 
Gangoiri complex, fifth Boor, 
Bhadbhada Road, T. T. Nagur, 
Bhopal-462003. 
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2, Kanpur Branch office, 

Bureau of Indian Standards, 

117/418-B, Sarvodya Nanar, 

Kanpur-208005, 

3, Patna Branch office. 

Bureau of Indian Standards. 

Putliputra Industrial Area, 

Patna 800013. 

[No. E-11012'8,'95'Hindi] 
R. T. PANDEY, Director 

fe#r, 1995 

■13T. SR. 2640:—STftl- 

<rr^ 3TO ^ ^ T?: < 1 : 3 ? % 

BTRIR, RRHIRT i\ IPTT I % ^ R ^'rpT RrSR 

RR ai'tr RTT RTTT RftlfHTR, 1976 ( 1976 ffiTOO) 
aftr afrr BTT RRW (RP?:?! ffiT RtJRBFT) fBTR, 

1 9 8 7 affiWEft Jfr t ai'TT ^ 4=^ R'-fTTW 

^ ROlRfi: RifftlTl RJlfT irT«lT%l 

T^tiir sftT WtTR ^riRir 

3:^: 

3i?r; g^siftjfBirR q^raiTT 

( 7 ) ^ jrRm’^?r5tT8pt-3 

OTTRlpT-^t ^TRlfr^r flT RT^sR* 

ftrcT CTR an cfTwr ^ 

(fsiR SRPT q-! 7 ^RI RISR" 'fT.jT RRT |) f^T^RR 

fefRtritiT mA Kl-fr^ 5151^3-115, 51 TT fffiRT 

W t ark fil^r 5pJB>5T fTgf ?TTf. OR, sV. 

09 ( 95/05 RtT^^kri- fell mr I, wriTT’ 

Jf+lfsTR RiTrft ^ ; 


[Part II~Sec. 3(ii)] 

writ, BTffiK, 57 RWlr thTrfr I; kr Bm 

% STdRIRR ^ 3.B RBIIW Bifl iRfRiiW gTT 

Rlk % R'-JRK 3ff7 Rift RTRUl; R, *PJ- 

Rtfcr BIRR irrfBfRBk fTir nr t, firifBi 100 

5TB, 2 00 5TB, 5 00 5TB, 1 fliRTOTB, 2 fffiRNTB, 5 
fertBlB 3 ftT loflTRtBTB rCT BfnRB fRBTT BTR 
t'lr, q-RT^BT arlTTBr BtkR BTR 

RtRB gonar Bill 

(n. B. RROJ. iTrr.-21 ( Id) /94] 
TTlftB >rflRTTRB, B^JBRBfRB 


BBTR ( ’BTfrtiT ^tSTt) Offi RfeiTB BBTBRT (bBT^'RT 
qtl 3 ) ffiT oflRR RW7R | kRT^t SfftlffiRB EiTBRT 
5 f5mT5TB Rk rtjBRB STBrT 20 BIB | BcRTTB 
BTBBTB BRET ( f) 1 5TB 11 ^BB oB ^qT! B% % 

fjmi ^BffiRBEBT ufRtjrcR kr< BdiB 100 srPm 

g I BiaT7 iHR WISTTB RlfcRffi 7 I 'BT^fllfR RqTFK 
Bl'ffR 4R t W>i 2 50—25 0 fB, B"1', ^ 

( BTBR RRTRR RTBlB likRR OTR BfXRTB RR?kl?r 
nRf fl T? RTffiTR 2 30 7ki, 50 BcBTBRl 

RI3R fBRR B^TB BR RRlfn ^1 11 






(fifiurel 

Further, the Central Government hereby declares that this 
Certificate of approval of the Model shall also cover the 
weighing instrument of similar make, accuracy and perfor¬ 
mance of the same series with a maximum capacity of 100 g, 
200 y. 500 E, 1 kg, 5 kg and 10 kg manufactured by the 
same manufacturer in accortlance with the same principle 
and W'ith the same materials with which, the approved Model 
has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(14)/94] 
RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, It. Socy. 


3 (ii)] 

^ 1 5 fnFfJ^, 19 9 5 

^T. !rr, 2641.—^rwp- ’fir srif??- 
srn ^ VT fit 1^9 Pi T'T -=r,v?r rt 

911^, ^TTmm fit n!TT t W> tr ^it;t 

*143 afi7 TTTT Tim 4l1tTfT|M<4, 1976 (l976 
561 6 0) sfrr *143 314*:m 4163=6 (^TTSH «14 
f*finT, 1987 ^ 5H^ I sftt ^*1 inn 

% f3 1)414 *341*117 inini *iit iir^fsr ^ 

if«Tr'4ni *1414* 7*341 3417 if^f’^Ktiipfr m ^444 

*141 ^ill 7^*11 ■ 

5trl; H'*'f6T7 ^^fl ?rfirf6*R ^ OT*T 36 4it 

*3414171 ( 7 ) gr*4 4471 31 ST^ltn 37*1 

74 * 1 ; ^53 *rr-743rf7i7r 3131:3 imw '%3 3R ot't 
tn? q 63 7I»3 37-3 % 74371 34 (f3r7 

^3 3ir3T4!_ 4TR*1 3^ 734 t) r*31H3T f3lf*T7lir 6764 


ftn-T-.-.;>),iftas/Trftrn 8,1917 3505 

7f7*13 llfelT, TTTtUTT i4Tf37 *43*-, 743 2, 7471 

77'mT7r3 71417 WR*f7, 3174 f^l 771 P. 

3144 f^Fl sr-i 7 l 33 Tif. 0 , 7 . ■fr. 09/95/10 

777;^f77 flTlT 731 t, 7n7't34 77|3T33 73lf«44 377ft 

P \ 

747*4 (llTWfw 4f-46) 03 7S37 734734 ( 374731 
34 3 ) 31 ri 1*47 *333731 p f773ft 7fy*1717 ^771 
50 ffTflTT^ afT7 *7737 a477T 200 3T7 I 747137 
7H717 7717 (t^) 10 HT7 t 73 ^77 ^f33 

f3ni31 533017773 Tf^aTT*!! &37 3717 1 0 0 3f777 
t 1 msri7 747 i% 7374 ^f473 ^ I 74731^ 71774317 
7lf;f7 3l| ftl73f 3177 ^QlH-500 f7. 7^, | 1 
33177*7717 7134? ^fuMl Ttvf 3f77T7 733f77 34471 
I I 7^ *3334*7 230 Tt??:, 50 % 3*717*ff HlTl 

f5ra7 3717 37 37lfi^‘ | 1 



(!14ff7) 

upt, 37247 77377 7K 71371 t fTT 7457 7 
517*3137 7 t7 S31«I37 7 7747 *3711 f^fT^lTl SFT 
Till 17>,'5171 31 77714 717 *3711 71371 7, (777 73 - 
7'Tf77 7457 34 (7(7717 771 | (3t7l77 

60 f^7ll7T7, 100 tWnn7, 150 f^l717, 200 



(7Wf4) 

(7741717, 500 (771717, 1000 (3441717 tIt 2000 
(3441717 37 7 [73*77 54771 7r'4 7773 73, 78X1371 
7V4 * 54(1 (7*47 % 341734*7 717 4'T73 733447 vfl ^ | 

[ 34 . 7. 2l{l4)/94] 

4l7l7 5fl71477, 7^37 tTtT 
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New Oelhij the 15th LSeptcmber, 1995 


SO. 2641.—Whereas Ihe Cential Govcrimitnl after 
ainsRloi'ins the report submitted to it by Ihe prescribed 
umhorily. is satisriecl that the Model dc.sci'ibed in the said 
icport is in conformity with the provisions of the Standard!! 
o? Weights and Measures Act, (60 of 1976) anj the 

Standards of Weiglits and Measures (Approval of Models) 
Rules, I9R7 and the said model is likely to moinlain accu¬ 
racy over periods of sustained use and to render accurate 
service under varied conditions; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
.s'ob-section (7) of section 36 of the .said Act, the Central 


Government hereby publishes the cerflficate of ipproval of 
the Model of the self-indicating non-Mutomatic digital di.s- 
play platform electronic weighinK instrinnenl of type MAS- 
PF series class III (herein referred to as the Model) njrmu- 
factiircd by Mjs. Mastec India, Ahmcdabad and which ii 

The Model (see fifiiUL'i is a medium .accuracy (acciuacy 
class fill w'eijrhing instnunent wuh a maximum capacity of 
.50 kilogram and miniroum capacity of 200 gram. The 
verification scale interval (e) is 10 gram. It has a atre 
device with a 100 per cent .sub-stractivc retained mrc effect. 
The base and the platform are metallic. TTie load receptor 
IS of rectangular shape of sides 400 X 500 millimetre. The 
LCD display indicates the weighing result. The instrument 
operates on 230 volts, 50 hcrt2 (alternate cui'rent power 

sttpfiy. ik 1 



Further, the Central Government hereby declares that this 
certificate of approval of the Model .shall also cover the 
weighing in.striimcnl of similar make, accuracy and perfor¬ 
mance of the same series with a maximum capacity of 
60 kg. 100 kg, 150 kg, 200 kg, 500 kg, 1000 kg and 2000 kg 

ITffi'iT tXfffff 

ilNi, 11 190 5 

*bT. «rr, 2642-—TT 3 

1 990 T. is/i (3)/‘J0-^ sip' ^ 

T, forffrO-OTT 'P'TFT; Tljff foffTRTr 

ipT TffOST ff ■— 

1- ST. n. rfirrriffrpnji^ ~T1W6T 

2. St . kTR , —ntfrzr 

fdfi-TrtTT 

5rfrc'i>4T irttkt 


manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with 
the same principle and with (he same materiaLs with whieft. 
(he .ippiK'ved Model has been manutHctured. 

IF. No. WM-21114)194] 
R.AJJV SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy. 

3- tI . iTF, Ftf. 7'Tff!'^rTrfi 

4- RT. OH, fr, —5rTTtr 

wTTifljr 

'orf, 

5. nT (TTf. ?fr. TTrrr — 

ffriffrpT7l 

srTTpfff^-f FT'ffr ff'offf rr^wim, 

TTFTffTd —^T4Tr fftffsir TiRfff 

[it. l6/i( 3)/95—T tlK/tSSsI 

M. ?07?‘lTr, 




[>},’:II—wi 3 (i*)] 


wr*;ftR(erT- 3 fijiua 5 /irffiOT 8 ,i 9 ij 
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Department of Atomic Energy 
Bombay, the, Hth July* 1995 

S. 0. 16-12.’"In supersession of this Depailmenfs Notification No. 18/1 (3) ;9CkER dated July 3. 199 0, 
president is pleased to reconscitatc the Atomic Energy Regulatory Board as under 


Dr. A, Oopalakrishnan 

Dr, R. D. Lek, Medical Director, 

Chairmau 

Jaalck pfospilal & Rc'carch 

Centre, Bombay. 

Member 

Dr. S. S. RamaSiWamy, Retcd, Director 

General, Factory Advice Service & Labour 

Institute, Bombay. 

- Member 

Prof. S. P. Sukhalme, Director, Indian 

- Member 

Institute cf Technology. Powai. Bombay. 


Shri S. V, (Cumar. Executive Director. 

- Ex-cflicio 'Member 


(Operating plants) Safety Division and Chairman, 
Safety Review Committee for operating 
plants (SARCOP). 


[No l8/l/(3) /95-ER/1885] 
V. Ashok. Dy. Secy# 


?irT^ affr sfr -m tfsTFET 

fspfrFr) 

5 rf 14 fwrsn:, 1995 

•TT. trr, 2643-—’p'TfPr «rf^- 

i%T«T 'tfm nrfsTl^iT, 1956 (l956 »ftT 102) ^ 
iVTTT 20 ^ g'SHTfl ( 1) aflT ^>TErRT ( 3) % 

Sr, ^Tsflsr ?rrri 1 %JiT=T tt,^. 

*fft s srPjk^rrU' ftrw ^n^fn Sr 

I *ftT WTOT «■<+!< afk qfTPTT«P^unn' 

«ifr *rfsr^w »t. srr, *tt, 2827 , fTT^kr 17 
[ Vf^ TT, 1991 Sr pHn^nad w«rk:- 

'4‘EI Sr, WWIT fTTT 

sfkr •ft *[ 1 % ^ti+t ?iwkt 4 tEtiT sJuSi srkfkut 

^ f^rtT "TT •ww; krtrfSrkra ^wf'ft sfk akfek 

“it. uktT 

mr % sfl'fiTr< 

cVld^d 

^fiTisi ^TTifu+i, 

[^T. jfV. 1101 3/6/9 5 -t^Tr i (jj; iff)] 

tlTT. k* 4 ', 'rt ?rfyTiT^ 

f^npifr;—ipr srfti^ijy^r kkr 17 jk srfar- 

?fW «TT. 2827 T ^ 

IP? if (1) hrrkt 27 1994 •ifr 


R©TT TT. tTT. 1252 ark ( 2 ) 
kriTT 8 lit 1995 trfy^^^r ^TWIT 
^.-11013/6/95-tpT i (q; afr) ^ 
knrftrfT frurpTn-, vttt?t ^ trw if imp i ffti 
fTTiT Trqr «rr I 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 14th September, 1995 

S.O. 2643.—In pursuance of sub-sections (1) and (3) of 
section 20 of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 of 
1956), the Central Government hereby nominates Dr. B. K. 
Goyal, a member of Medical Council of India, to be « 
members of Post Graduate Medical Education Committee 
and makes the foUowins amendments ini the notification at 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Health and 
Family Welfare number S.O. 2827. dated 17th October, 
1991, namely :— 

In the said notification under the heading ‘NOMINATED 
BY CENTRAL GOVERNMENT’ for seriial number 4 and 
the entries relating thereto, the following serial nunfber and 
entries shall be subrtituted, namely :— 

“4. Dr. B. K. Goyal.,. 

Dean and Professor of Cardiology, 

Bombay Hospital Institute of Medical Sciences, 
Bombay." 

[No. V-11013|6l95-ME(UG)l 
S. K. MISHRA, Desk Officer 

NOTE.—^The principal notification vm published In the 
Gazette of India vide notification number S.O. 
2827, dated the 17lh October, 199] and subsequently 
amended by 

1. Notifleution number S.O, 1252 dated 2Ah April 
1994 

2 , Notification number V-11013|6|95-ME(UG) dated 
8 th May 1995, 
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to ) 

20 1995 

TT, ¥rr. 2 044.—Ffl’JT, 19 66 
?Tr ^-3 ^ ’TT*:! iferT ^fffeRT'TJT, 

1966 ( 1966 TO 4) ^ yTTT-5 sRT TO?f wlWffTO 

RifFr ^PTO^, ■mTOT ?p:to 7: % g;# 'rfror^^r 

JT3TTOT, TOT (TOT^ TO) 

fHHhfyri srfsrgj^TOl'ifl if TlTftEFT TOTflt:- 


T 3r|-fpTii' ii ffTTOT ( 1) *£[1 'J. iORTO 

it-4, 5ri!?(T ifTOT, “tuTRft'', 17, 

irir, Tr?nT-i 7 afk ( 2 ) =it it. it- 

11 i. 2 , K 4 TOr it, TOR, TOTlTOl? it ^cTOTO 
a 4 (ra ?r 2 it ar^j to tot^ TOiif, ir ir 
gj, i firr TOftir prptq' 'Tirr'TOT i iKry 
TOTT^TOT it if fi’JTa' TOT?ft | I 

[to. TOiTO sog/e/gs-'j'E, (to)] 

cr. tTJT. TO^riRFTO ftiTOb' (fTO(T) 


(i) ?rra^=^TO^r, to. 563 Fttott 13 - 2-91 % 
TORi it jj. TOrirfTOTT, SlfifiTfsr, nR. 
^T. htt. TOi. (tot tRr-froifi) % ?«rR it 
^itrnr.it.itiT, ^r^TO^-KfTOT-, OR.Ji.r/TT. 

TOf. TOTOR tto 5iTtT I 

(ii) TO. TO. 2381 6-10-94 

(TTillR) i TTHR %S %o ir^, 

?TTO61’, 'TOTOftiT ?t®r 

(fTO?‘t% RFITT i f?TO I) i TTO?r TT 
^-ft it, i, i^'ePT, TOTitiT 

STfRlTOfTTO iw, TO-^rfirfi (TT^tfror iRTT) 
it TTST ^I’TO ■ 

[to. ?t, 05 it-14 018/7/9C-'TO it] 

3fr. ir, TO^, TOR Titror 
MINISTRY OF SURFACE TRANSPORT 
(Shipping Wing) 

New Delhi, Ihe 20th September, 1995 

S.O. 2644.—In excrcifie of the powerr, conferred by Sec¬ 
tion'5 of the Seamen’s Provident Fund Act, 1966 (4 of 1966) 
read with paragraph 3 of the Seamen’s Provident Fund Scheme 
1966, the Central Government hereby makes following amend¬ 
ments :.T the notilication of the late Ministry of Transport, 
Department of Surface Tian'port (Shipping Wing) as 
fallows :— 

(i) Against S, No. 8 of notification S.O. 568 dated 13-2-91 
the name of Shri U. M. Alracdia, rep. NUSI (now retd ) 
be substituted by Shri M, T. Joseph, Asstt. Gen, Secy., NUSI. 

(ii) Again-st S. No 6 of amendment notification S.O. 2881 
dated 6-10-94 the name of Capt, K. K. Kohli, C'nairraan, 
INSA tre.signed) be subsiifuted bv Sh. T. K. Choudhury, rep. 
of INSA sub-committee (Floating staff). 

[F, No. ST-14018/7/90-MT] 
O. P. MAHEY. Under Se:y. 


’prorr sitotoi tototoi 
iif froilr, 14 imi, 1995 

TO.TO. 26 4 5.— ’TOTfTOT(lJTOTT)fTOmTTOfl‘, 1983 % 
fTOUT 7 TOTO 8%TO«T'Tf5T TOTf^iT ^ffsifTOTO, 19 52 it 
jjpjT- 5 spt TOTTOTO ( 1) TO^T toITO Vlfwd'f TO' TOITOR 
513 ; ilT RTO^T it 21-12-94 it toTsJiJTOTO 


MINISTRY OF TNFORMAITON AND BROADCASTING 
New Delhi, the 14th July, 1995 

.S.O. 2645.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 5 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 read 
with rules 7 and 8 of the Cinematograph (Certification) 
Rules, 1983 and in continuation of this Ministry’s notification 
of even number dated 21-12-94, the Central Government 
is pleased to appoint (1). Shri A. Anand Mohan, Flat No. D-4 
1st Floor. “Vaishali”. No. 17 Dr. Nair Road, Madras-17, 
and (2) Shri V. Natarajan, G-11 No, 2 Saravana Street, 
T. Nagar, Madras-17, as members of the Madras advisory 
panel of the Central Board of Film Certification with imme¬ 
diate effect for a period of two years or until further orders, 
whichever is earlier. 


IF. No. 809/6/93-F(C)l 
A. S. RAIAGOP.M., Director (Films) 


Tf 14 Wf, 1995 

TO,TO. . 2646,.— (jTtfRR) fffifTOTOft, 
1983 % fTOftl 7 fTffT 8 % TO«I qftff TOfifTTO TOfj- 

fTOUT, 1952 (l952 'TO 37) STRT 5 7TOJm 
( 1 ) gRT !Tg7^ Vlf%Rf siTf TOrq^ff TOTT fF ^ 

froTT R tRRR %T 21-12-94 HR 

jftHrTf HfHtJRTO % SlftJHiTOT ij %3:^VtT HT^R, %7^1'ir 
fTOH RTOTiH Hli % ^RTO? BWTOT 'TTOf TO IfftfSH 
TOHfV t sitr fTOnfroftsi'H s^fTORf %t TifTOT 'Jtot 5r 


24- 

7-9? 

i % 2 %( HTfy % FtF TOTTl 

yr^'T 

TOF, 

3fr 

'4t ?>, HTTO % ii fHTTT 

TTcfV 


— 




1 . 

TOlRdr rrR, q-rTO Tnft 



2- 

TOtUffr fHTO HRtr(^' 



3. 




4 . 

FH. ffRTtjfH 



5. 

ith . tft. gTfrTOTOTTTlTO 



6. 

^flTOfrtRr %,3TR. TORTTOTT 



7 . 

TO, 



8. 

HfMrwT: 



9. 

T-flRfft Tft. Hfifi 



10. 

. HTOf TORITcf] 



11. 




12. 




13. 

TOl ^TOTO TOR 






'’TT'I II^3 (ii) ] 


ITirW’fi''.RiW : 30,199S/wrWn H, 1017 
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15- >ift ITT WIT 
1 ( 1 . 

17 Tf. 2Y . 

IS. #fT. 

19. >'fT ’T'pfr 

2 0. =ifT “T . ^ . W ft 

21. ?f. (^fWr) TlTTTTTn ^TTT 

2 2. ’'.fnrft'4T . 

2 3. 'i f. n , -S^T . f^^THT^rarift 

2.1. ^f. 'fr. 

2 5 ’‘Ttirfrrr. '^rr-W 
26. »^t fi^^r i[/^n£F 
2 7. “ift t' t;^ Ttr 

2 8. »4Tfft, ^TITTTTT^ 

2 9. '■ft ft^^f^t TTJr 

30. ^ft'TrlwTrT tt^' 

31. ?Tt4t. ^'t. TTirr'nTr 

32- !^ft STIT . STTiripT TT^ 

33. ?sfr%. 

;u, «ft rr. ift^iT 

3 5. «ft 3;. TUTT ifTR^r m 

3 6. Sift 

3 7. ysft^ 

38. '■-ft'ft. J^WT^fr 

3 9. ^=sfr jfnr f 

['Tir^FT ’T'nr 8 0 9/ 3/ .9 3^ . (’ft) ] 

TT TT^r, rrsFft'TTT, (fc^) 

Now Delhi, the 14lh July, 1995 

.O. 2646.—In exei'cise of the povv;r,s conferred by sub- 
tion (1) of section 5 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (37 
19^21 read with rules 7 and 8 of the CincmatOEraph 
rtificalion) Rules, 198.3 and in supersession of this Minis- 
s notification of even number dated 21'12'94, the Cen- 
Government is pleased to reconstitute the Hyderabad ad- 
iry panel of the Central Board of Film Certificatiem and 
appoint the following persons ns members of the said 
el ’vilh effect from 24-7-95 for a period of hvoi years 
until further orders whichever is earlier ;— 


1 . 

2, 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6 . 

7. 

8 . 
9. 

10. 

11 . 

12 . 

13, 

14i 

15. 

1 A, 

17. 


Smt. M. Sarala Rani 

Smt. Chilrn Naaaraj 

Shri C. J. Reddy 

Dr. M, Kri.shnamurthy 

Smt, S, P. Suficela Kanaka Rajii 

.Smt. M. K. R. Ashalata 

Dr, V. Malkonda Reddy 

Smt. Nalini Shankar 

Smt. G. Mani 

Dr. Vasa Prabhavali 

Shri V. Madhusudan 

Shri P. V. Chalapathi Raw 

Smt. Ravinulal Suvama Kannan 

Dr. S. Ravitidra Nathl 

Shri Man Mohan Redrfy 

'' hi i Ch. Sttbba Ran 

Dr, *r. Rntnakar 


18. 

Shri 

B. Viltal Rao 

J9. 

Shri Monli 

26. 

Shri 

J, Bapu Reddy 

21. 

Dr. 

(Mrs.) K. Uma Rama Rao 

22 

Smt 

B. Saraswatbi 

2.'. 

Dr. 

A. R. Vijayalak.shmi 

24. 

Dr, 

P, Bnlamba 

25. 

Smt 

A. Ilcmalalhu 

26. 

Shri 

Kuriivada Muralidnr 

27. 

Shri 

Potturi Vcnkaleswarn Rao 

28. 

Shri 

P. Vaman Rao 

2'.' 

Shri 

Poihukuchi Sambasiva Rao 

30. 

Shri 

Parvatliala Rao 

31. 

Shri 

B. V. Rama Kao 

32. 

Shri 

R. Prabbakar Rao 

33. 

Shri K. Balasubrumanyarn 

3t. 

Shri 

A, Anand Mohan 

35. 

Shri 

U. R.ama Mohnna Rao 

36. 

.Shri 

.Addanki Krishna Praaad 

37. 

Ms. 

S.arada Ashok Varadan 

38. 

Shri 

P, .Sudhakar Reddv 

39 . 

Ms. 

Geeta Reddy. 


[File No. 809/3793-F(C)] 

A. S. RAJAGOPAl., Director (Films) 

fff 21 yyrl 1995 

ffff.yr.afii?.—( mriuh) fWr, 1983 
% ftTyiT 43 % yjs-T ffftifT yfariwj, 1952 

( 1952 ffff 37) UFT .sy 5 f?r l 3 ff-«rr 7 T (1) y 

( 3 ) if RTrff ^ TTfftiT ffTPy gtr ^ 

grwf % yifTlyw yt yffyryT 

RiTFTff yfgwff % 

ytsw % ir stj % 

TTffrrtrpT ffj) ffffy y y? sTt % ysFri ’im 

yT%yf yTT y'T '4> ft, ^ ' 

(fflTTy ’T’sTT 8 1 6/ 2/ 9 (FW - (^'0 3] 

■ffTT . ft. yft-FTrrft 


New Delhi, the 21'St July, 1995 

S.O. 2647.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
seciions (U and t3) of section 5D of the Cinematograph Act, 
19.52 (37 of 1952) read wiih rule 43 of the Cinematograph 
(Contific,alion) Rule?*. 1983 the Central Gevernment hereby 
appoints Shri Justice Bhakluvur Lentin, retired judge pf 
llombav High Court as Chairman of the Film Certification 
Appellate Tribun.il, for a period of three years commencing 
from the date of publication of this notification in the 
Ofiicial Ga/elte or until further orders, whichever is earlier. 

[File No. 816/2/9()-F(C)-Vol,IIl) 
R. C. SHADHADPURT, Desk Officer 


fftr fffcfr, 29 3HTFT, 1995 

ffff .'iTT, 2648 .—(rJTPJR) fffiJJ, 1983 
% 7^8% JTPT fifer yftTffffiT, 

1952 ( 1 952 ffT 37) fitt yiTT 5 ft '3ff-4TFT ( l) 
Sr RW yffrftffff ^Wtir ffrfr ^rr fpq-r ^ ftriyff 
ft ftTJPK 1 -1- 7-9 5 ft TTfifkdff.' Wl’T^fiT f 
fT?' JTWTT JJ^ft irflFTT lT5-2-7 0 3/j>;/61 ft, 

ft^r f. 12, fsrm S^rwr^'5ooo3 4. ft 


4 GT/9.5—6 
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24. 

2 5. yr. 

26. giifl 

27. g«ftTnT5TT 

28. 5«ft 

29. 

30- f^nr5rmr 

31. «fr^. 5^^ 

32. gefr ^rnrtrTr Thifl 

33. g>sft^rafFr 

34. ^r. rW^T 

3 5. >4l%. VJT. TFiT-'l'T 

36. 

37. 

38. %. !![«■, 

39. ^’SJVtiFTT^T 

40. 

41. 

42. IT. 

43. ftlTT ^snfCTT ': 

44. ^T. T^TT cl I ^ 

4 S. ’jfl ^5TT 

46. ^rtCr. IFT. ntipHTT 

47. 3m 

48. ffnrriT^l^ 

'ft ' 

49. 

50. ^ssfr^^Gsit^ 

51. q:sfVf^T^^ 

52. 5STt^twirnr? 

53. 

54. ^fr^^TRT'T^ 

5 5. «ft 'MHic.nd fef 

56. >5fj-^^TTR- 

57. «flfwVTTfOT 

58. ^TTT 

5 9. 

60. 

c> 

61. TimTHT’^Tim 

62. 


fsm Jmrmr wV# % ir 

% mr Jr die't.iPH'ti ipfTT^ Jr ^ ^ 4fr amfg srmrr 
arflT^ 3TT^5ff ^T«F 3ft ^ q^ ^;t, % fmx fffJ^'Rr qrm 
$:- 

[TT?^. ?f®JTT 309 / 3 / 93 -TT:. (Tft] 

IT. . TTsnftqiiT, flr^?PTr (fq;m) 

New Delhi, the 29th August, 1995 

S.O. 2648.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 5 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (37 
of 1952J read with rules 7 and 8 of the Cinematograph 
(Certification) Rules. 1983 and in continuation of this Minis¬ 
try’s notification of even number dated 14-7-95, the Central 
Government is pleased to appoint Ms. Urmila RedMy, 
S-2-703A/6/C, Road No. 12, Banjara Hills, Hydera¬ 
bad-500 034, as a member of the Hyderabad advisory panel 
of the Central Board of Film Certification with immediate 
effect for a period of two years or until further orders which¬ 
ever is earlier. 

[File No. 809/3/93-F(C)l 
A. S. RAIAGOPAL, Director (Films) 

fe#!, 1 firfWT, 199 5 

^.311.2749.—(iiBiim) 1983 

^ fiimi 7 q' 8 % HHT Tfer 

1952 (l952 'fT 3?) ^ OTTT 5 ift ^-ErTTT (l) 

Jr JT^?T tffftrmilf ^ Tmk |Tr rtsptt, 
fJrnrfJrftRT ifr strict sfti % 

>t mr % f, qit ^ | ft? miqff 
^arGPii fcrtq? 1-9-95 ?> qrrrpfV 

1 . 

2 . «ff mffti 

3 . ^>sft srftRFft <hWS 

4 . tflmr 3TTff 

5 . TftR 

6. >!fV aTTvftqnTFT 

7. «ff ^.ITit. tfftTT 

8. 3fl. 

9 . 

10. 3TWir fRTT 

11 . 

12. «ft Ti3r 

13. irrmi-mi-3TtFT 

14. «ft q?T7i 

15 . =ifr ftrlw mTrrft 

16. 

1 7 . «ft rmn TTR- 

18. «ffmT- 3nr>f?R' 

19. t^rniT^ 3ftRtH Rvaj 

20 . «fr <lJl«=(<?fp5TT 
21 . 

22 . «ff^, fq3PTifti5R 

23. ^ ftrmrm? BTTiffrT Tpi 


si3/5/95 >1^. (ttI)] 

3IK, ift. trq? ^rfirqrd 


New Delhi, the 1st September, 1995 

S.O. 2649.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec¬ 
tion (1) of section 5 of the Cinematoeraph Act, 1952 (37 of 
1952) read with rule 7 & 8 of the CinomatOfiraph (Certifica¬ 
tion) Rules, 1983, the Central Government is pleased to direct 
that the following persons who arc members of the Delhi 



3 (ii)] 
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Advisory Panel of the Central Board of Film Certification 
shall cense to be sitch members w.e.f. l-9>95 

1. Ms, Krishna Jain 

2. Sbri Lalit Bhasin 

3 Ms. Sashi Rani Kackcr 
4. Shri Naushad All 
s. Ms, Rashmi Kapur 

6 . Shri Alok Nath Dixit 

7. Shri V. S. Pandit 

8 . Shri M. V, Desai 

9. Shri Ak'hay Kumar Jain 

10. Ms, Sundari K. Shridharani 

11. Ms, Sudha Jacob 

12. Shri Raj Chopra 

13. Shri Shamns-us-Zaman 

14. Shri Karan Luthra 

15. Shri Dinesh Malani 

16. Shri Satish Saxena 

17. Shri Takhat Ram 

18. Shri N. Ashokan 

19 Shri Etumanoor Joseph Mathew 

20. Shri Ramcshwar Neckhra 

21. Shri D. p. Pancholi 

22. Shri D, Vijaya Mohan 

23. Shri Nityananda Saiu.mtha Roy 

24. Shri S. N, Chandak 

25. Dr. Vishwanath Dixit 

26. Ms. Harjit Kaur 

27. Ms. Tarveen Mehra 

28. Ms. Rama Jha 

29. Shri Hurbhajan Singh 

30. Shri Vimal Daica 

31. Shri G. C. Kudaisaya 

32. Ms. Aradhana Chaudhan 

33. Ms. Nasreen Sultanii 

34. Dr. Golam Yazdani 

35. Shri K. R. Rajappan 

36. Shri SiJdharth Banerji 

37. Dr. Leela Rao 

38. Shri K. S. Srinivasan 

39. Ms, Rachna Khera 

40. Shri Ajul Bhambi 

41. Shri Bishan Tandon 

42. Dr. Mohsin Usmani 

43. Shri Shiv Jatiya 

44. Dr. Ratna Lahiri 

45. Shri Arun Khanna 

46. Shri A. N. Goenka 

47. Nawab Zafar H. Jung 

48. Dr. Nizamuddin 

49. Shri Behru Lai Ouior 

50. Ms. Shreshta Mehta 

51. Ms. Kiran Barey 

52. Shri Suresh Shanna 

53. Ms. Hameeda Banu 

54. Shri Kailash Paneri 

55. Shri zVmarjit Singh Ahluwalia 

56. Shri Imran Kidwai 

57. Shri Shiv Bhatia 

58. Ms. Subhara Mukherjee 

59. Shri Guru I>utt Ravi 

60. Shri Upendra Sood 

6 1. Dr. Reena Ramachandran 

62. Ms. Padma Seth 

[File No. 813/5/95-F(C)] 
R C SHAHDADPITRI, Desk Offlrer 


4 fRrrRX, 199.6 

'FT.!TT, 2650.—ajhltfiFF ?lfSjfR3rR-, 1947 

(l947 14) RTTT 17 % WTR'JT R 

^ 3t1t JTTfifirsp itR OTTfRr % 
f?iq¥5FFf ajk ^371% «b4« h K' T % WTjiig' Jj- 
aitjftPT^ fw? ^r, sftwtPf'ji TtjpmFT 

■iTra^ % 'TW ^ 5PFTf^rrr ’jrjsfr | ^ rwl 
> 1 ^ 31-8-95 vt STP^ fflT «rr I 

[30011/18/88-¥t-3(('FtST-I] 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 41h September, 1995 

S.O. 2650.—^In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government here¬ 
by publishes the awaixl of the Industrial Tribunal Labour 
Court, Jodhpur as shown in the Anne,xuro in the Industrial 
Di'^putc between the employers in relation to the management 
of Oil & Natural Gas Commission and their workmen, which 
w.is received by the Central Government on 31-8-95. 

[No. L-30011 /18 /83-D.m(B)/IR(Coal-I)] 
BRAJ MOHAN. Desk Officer 

fRRlR R®TT:—l/l990 (%^) 

t?RW sft.tTR.^.Rf. RRFRltR RR^ RRT, 

RtRlR' fRRT 

. . .RTRf-RW 

RRTR 

3JK RR RTRfR, TI^RIR 

^iTT TTRIRFST 

. . . .RRl^-q^ 

RRf^RfR :— 

(1) Rpiff 3ift rY?: ^ RTtf nfRpifff I 

(2) RsriRt rY 3fH: R RitI jrfRfRftr ?rfRJ: i 

RftrfR^R 

ftlRTR 6 ^RTf, 1995 

^ 'RR RR'IRR' STTT SPFft RfR^(RRT 
RiRTRi ItR. 3001 l/l 3/88-^-3(Rt) ftlRtRi 9-1990 
% 5TRT fRFR ^ RfdMR ^ 7RTRTRR lit 

fliRT RRT — 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Oil & Natural Gas Commission, Jodhpur 
in refusing pajTucnt of 128 TA bills 
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peretaining to the Year 1984-85 of 
their employees working in their Jodh¬ 
pur pur pirojects is just and 

legal. If not, to what relief are the con¬ 
cerned workers entitled?” 

2. RtT qr 'reft ^4 aTfwr ^rfi 

(4^4 rra 1 TT u/-^ TRh? 

45 ft 1-9-94 U.fr. 1-3-1995 

^ 'T?rf«Fft 4 t fsrrN.' 1-3-1995 ^ 

!Tf«ff-q«T ^ 5^rr Tift'sr 4 iift 30-3- 

199 5 gfh fg ^ a ' ^4 ^ tit mfw 

4t ^4 4 T^tl^ ,9-5-199 5 fmrT ^ ^ 4f4a- 
8-5-1995 qir vfl 5T(«f?-'Tia % irfa-f^fu 

?tt 4 firTTr 4 ijft 6-7-1995 5 frl 1 

?iP3r vfl 5n4f-a5T a ’rar^f-TW % aferPrfy 
?rf4 |rr t I ai«fi-a^ 4 ^ rrhr-a^ '44 ai- 

^gt: fopnT t 1 af«Ff-a«,T % a^rfaffer % wfimr 
9 T ^3T^4fr T|r st 4 4 4s r aare ^lart fT ai^f-asa 
«r4 w faaia 4 ;=f^ wTf k 1 aa-. ^ aTa 4 

4 44f4Fr4J ugr# arfra far-ir itrt ^aiatfa^ aff^r 
arm t ,'.■ 

aftri'444 

3. ^afaar-aw at: mf 4 a m 4 ra m m 4 % maaa 
faarmt: ar^ afsiaf at: Tafraa arff ^t 4 a ahr-aa 
aa a|f *57:4 4 4s4 aarj f(tm k far «rf4a;-a5T 4 a 
fama 4 f-'fa 7;'am t i aa; 4 a aTa4 4 afif 
fama 4?r armTaa (4rfapa<{J qart) arf\a farm 
mm t I 

4. xa aftrpT'aa a 4 ana gam 4a awTara 

arra atarr a mr aaiaa a4 afaa faar ma 1 

ama fan; ta, mr mraTafrr magr 

5. 45 mfin^ota anr f^ata oe-7-1995 at ra 4 

mraraa 4 at: gmar aar 1 

jara r^, taraafa mi mraraa, araf^ 

at faafi, 6 faa«R, 1995 
ar, m. 265i.—aiatfaa fama ahrfami 1947 
(i 947 ar 14 ) a4 uttt 17 a ttaamr 4 aafta 
aaaF, 4. 'aim arfaa amf^ifh, arair aitjarfa- 
afr a natraa' a 445 : f-nfraaf air mra aaarfi 
a 414, 4444 4 14(4'!^ nfhftfaa fam; 4 %r^ta 

' ‘ 'O 

qrart sftaifaa mfaara, (4. I), uaara a 'tmia 

ar narFiaT aiifl k 4t aafta mran al 5 famai, 

1 995 ar arm far ai 1 

[4wr F"f^'2ooi2/328/89-Jnf aTT an-IJ 

^aa'Tffa-, tfa aFrarn 


[Pari II—Stc. 3(4)] 


New Delhi, the 6th September, 1995 

S.O. 2651.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispiucs Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal (No. 1), DhanabJ as shown in the 
Annexurc in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Sendra Bansjora Colliery of 
M/s. B.CC.L. and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on 5-9-1995. 

[No. L-20012/328/89-1R (Coal-I)] 
BRAJ MOHAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURR 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAl. NO. f. DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1 )(d) f2-A) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 8.1 of 1990 

PARTIES . 

Employers in relation to the management of Sendra 
Bansjora Colliery of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their workmen, 

PRESENT : 

Shri P. K. Sinha, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES : 

I'or the Employers—Shri G. Prasad, Advocate 

For the Worknien—Shri S. N. Goswamt, Advocate. 
STA'IE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 21st August, 1995 
AWARD 

By Order No. L-20U12/328/89-lR (Coal-1), dated, the 
18th April, 1990, the Central Government in the Ministry 
of Labour has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
td) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2-A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the folhtwing 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal : 

' Whether the action of the management of Sendra 
Bansjora Colliery under Sijua Area of M/s. BCCL 
in dismissing Shri Sudama Das, Miner Loader 
under letter No. SB/Mgr./88/191753 dated 18-6-88 
is justified ? If not, to what relief the workman 
is entitled ?” 

2. It has been claimed in the written statement filed on 
behalf of the concerned workman, Sudama Das, that ho 
was appointed as Miner Loader on 1-1-73 before the take 
over of West Mudidih Colliery, on nationalisation. Now 
it is under M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. In the written statement 
the particulars about the concerned workman .as recorded 
in the Form ‘B’ Register as well in the Identity Card Register 
are given in para 1 of the statement itself, These parti¬ 
culars show, amongst other facts, that the employee’s 
name was Sudama Dass S/O Faudi Dass whose home 
address was at Village—Pokri, P.S, Pokri B.arma in the 
District of tfa 3 'a and that he was appointed on 1-1-73 
as Miner. The signiffleant point about the particnlars given 
out of the Identity Card Register i.s that the Identiy Card 
was issued on 3-4-75. the significant.s of which shall be 
discussed later. 

3. It h.as been claimed by the workman that he had 
bloticss service record and was also a iKember of the 
C.M.P.F. Account. The conaerned workman was 'lansfcrred 
to S^n'drlt, BhflSiora' Colliery under Office Orders dated 
26-4-78 and 2H4-78. He was relc.ased from Mudidih 
Colliery with effect from 27-4-78. 
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4 . It ti.is bceu alleged that the management elaimed that 
one Kesijii Devi filed a complaint that Sudama Rabidas, 
Miner/Loader at Mudidih Colliery was her husband whP 
hud expired at Hihar Sarif Sadur Hospital on 26-1-73. 
According to this written statement, the management's case' 
was that after the death of Sudama Rabidas the concerned 
woilrnan impersonated him and entered into service m his 
place as also got himself transferred to Sendra Bansjora 
Colliery, tin ttie complaint of Keshri Devi the concerned 
workman was stopped from duty by letter dated 20th August, 
1981 and a First Information Report was also lodged agninst 
him with the police. 

5. Thereafter an industrial dispute was raised. The work¬ 
man has denied that he had impersonated anyone claiming 
that he was cniolled in his own name, and had woi ked till 
he was stopped from duty illegally. 

6 . It is further the case of the concerned workman that 

for that dispute a reference was made to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No, 3, Dhanbad in Reference 
No. 18 of 1983. By an award of the Tribunal dated 30-6-84 
the workman was ordered to be reinstated in service with 
full back wages, giving liberty to the management to hold 
a regular enquiry against the concerned workman after his 
reinstatement and to take proper uc>ion after the enquiry 
if deemed proper. The workman was reinstated but the 
management initiated domestic enquiry against him. The 
chargeshect dated 24-4-85 was issued on the allegation of 
the same misconduct, which was not served upon the 
workman. *'. 

7. In the written statement the concerned workman has 
claimed that the enquiry was initiated while the criminal 
case in the Court of law was pending against '"m on the 
same charge. It has been submitted that the proceedings 
were re-opened in violation of law. 

8 . Even then the management proceeded witli the enquiry 
despite the prayer of the concerned workman lor adjourn¬ 
ment as also for staying enquiry till the submission of the 
chargeshect in the criminal case. Subsequently the work¬ 
man was dismissed from service. In the written statement 
the workman has formulated certain points for decision 
including the point as to whether the domestic enquiry was 
fair and proper. An award in favour of the concerned 
workman has been prayed for in the written statement. 

9. The management appeared and lUed its written state¬ 
ment stating therein that one Sudama Das alius Sudama 
Rabidas was appointed as Miner/Loadcr at West Mudidih 
Colliery who c.xpired at Bihar Sarif Sadur Hospital on 26-1-73, 
which fact was not known to the then owner of the Colliery. 
This mine was taken over on 31-1-73 and was nationalised 
with effect from 1-5-73, The new management also then 
did not know about the death of Sudama Rabidas. 

10 . It has been alleged in the written statement that .after 
the death of Sudama Das alias Sudama Rabidas, one 
Banshi Mochi who actually is the concerned workman, 
entered into the service in place of the deceased workman 
clandestinely ajid also managed to get himself transferred 
to Sendra Bansjora Colliery. 

11. Thereafter one Keshri Devi, widow of the deceased 
workman represented before the R.L.C. (C), Dhanbad that; 
iter husband hud expired which fact was supported by a 
copy of medical certificate issued by the hospital authorities. 
She alleged tha another person, namely Banshi Mochi had 
obtained employment in the Colliery in place of her deceased 
husband, On receipt of this information, the concerned 
workman was stopped from duty vide management's letter 
dated 20-8 81 without any departmental enquiry. 

12. The management acknowledged the award rendered 
by the Centgi Govfrnmcnt Industrial Tribunal No. 3 at 
Dhanbad in Reference No. 18 of 1983 in which it was held 
that the workman was younger brottier of the deceased work¬ 
man, but it was also held that stopping him from work 
was illegal. The Tribunal directed reinstatement of the 
concerned workman while also ordering that the management 
would he at liberty, after reinstatement of the concerned 


workman, to hold a regular enquiry against him and to take 
necessary action as deemed proper. 

13. Accordingly, the concerned workman subsequently was 
issued a iresh chargesheet dated 24-4-85 and a regular 
domestic enquiry was held. The concerned workman, despite 
notice of enquiry, had refused to participate m the same 
which is evidenced by his own letters, 

14. When tiie concerned workman did not appear on the 
adjomned date, tile Enquiry Officer conducted the enquiry 
in his absence. 1 his written statement goes to say as to 
how the enquiry was also adjourned on the request of the 
concerned workman and how tlie workman did not appear 
despite receipt of notice for the date on which the enquiry 
was evidently taken up cx-parte. The concerned workman 
was found guilty by tbe Enquiry Officer which was proces¬ 
sed at higher level also. Thereafter order of dismissal was 
passed. 

15. It may be mentioned here that since fairness of 
the domestic enquiry was challenged by the concerned 
workman, and since the management in its written state¬ 
ment had made a prayer to take up prelimmary issue 
mlating to the fairness and propriety of the domestic enquiry 
first, that preliminary issue was taken and in a detailed order 
dat^ 10-4-95 it was held that the domestic enquiry was 
fair and proper. Thereafter this matter has been heard on 
merits. 

16. The points for decision arc, firstly, as to wliether 
or not the management by its esidence before the Enquiry 
Officer has proved that the concerned workman actually 
had impersonated the deceased workman, as claimed in 
the chargesheet and, secondly, if not, then what relief 
the concerned workman is entitled to. 

17. As would be seen in the written statement of the 

concerned workman, it has been challenged that a fresh 

en<|uiry could not have ensued on the same charge on 
which the workman was earlier stopped from work for which 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 3, in an award, 
had ordered his reinstatement with payment of back wages. 
A copy of the award in Reference No. 18/83, dated 30-6-84 
was a pari of the domestic enquiry and marked there as 
Ext. 2. The learned Presiding Officer of Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal No. 3 at Dhanbad had held that the 

■Stopping of work of the concerned workman was dicgal 
since it was done without holding any enquiry against himv 
or without complying with the provision of See, 25-F of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. But in para 15 the 

learned Presiding Officer also clearly stated that the Tri¬ 
bunal was not called upon to decide the identity of 
the conccrnetl workman in that reference as the reference 
wa-s only for deciding ns to whether the stoppage of work 
was juBtifled. 

18. In the award the learned Presiding Officer held as 
aforesaid and directed that the concerned workman was 
entitled to be reinstated in service with full back wages. 
The Tribunal, however, also observed as follow.s : 

“The management, however, will be at a liberty, after 
reinstatement of the concemod workman to hold a regular 
enquiry against him and take neces.saiy action as deem 
proper.” 

19. Obviously the management had acted 'n accordance 
with the award when it reinstated the concerned workman, 
paid him back wages, and also decided to hold a regular 
domestic enquiry agpinst him for the aforesaid misconduct. 
If in that enquiry the charge of misconduct was rightly 
held to have been proved, then the management was within 
its right to order dismissal of the concerned work¬ 
man from, service. Therefore, I will now go in'o th* 
question as to whether or not the management by its 
evidence has so proved. 

20. Ext. M-4 'as marked by this Tritiunal is the explana¬ 
tion of the concerned workman against the chargesheet 
(Ext. M-3) in which it was alleged that the eklei brother 
of the concerned workman. Sudama Da.s, a MinerlLoader 
had died at Biharasarif Sadnr Hospital on 26-1-73 which 
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fact was not known to the management. It further charged 
that the concerned workman, who was Bansi Mochl had 
impersonated as Sudama Das alias Sudama Rabidas 
after his death and had entered into service in his 

name, clandestinely, 

21 . In the explanation to the chargesheet the concerned 

workman had objected against the enquiry till the .“irbmis- 
sion of the chargesheet in the police case. In the explana¬ 
tion ho also requested to take up the enquiry after com¬ 
pletion of investigation by the police. However, in this 

explanation the workman has not specifically staged that 

the charge against him was not true. 

22. Before the Enquiry Officer, when enquiry started, 
the management's representative first gave his statement 
stating as to how the notice of enquiry had been received 
by the concerned workman. Then the management's re¬ 
presentative also narrated the allegation of the management, 
in the light of award aforesaid. 

23. Tlie management first examined Keshri Devi claiming 
to be the widow of Sudama Das alias Sudama Rahid'as of 
Village—^Pak.si, P.O. Keshouri of district Nawada. 


24. Pausing hero it may be mentioned that in the written 
statement the conccrnccl' workman has given details of 
the facts in Form 'B' Register in which the village has 
been mentioned to be Pokri in the district of Gaya. 
Here it may be mentioned that earlier Nawada was a part 
of District Gaya and subsequently it was carved out as an 
independent district. 

25. Keshri Devi in hci’ evidence said that her husband was 
working as Miner,/Loader (Malkatia) at West Mudldih Colliei'y 
who had expired on 26-1-7J at the Sadar Hospital of Bihar- 
.saiif because of T. B. Thereafter Bansi Mochl, her ‘Dewar’, 
impersonated Sudama Dus and started working in his place 
fradulently. She further slated that when she went to the 
colliery to icceivc the dues payable tC‘ her late husband, she 
came to know that Bansi Mochl was working in place of her 
deceased husband. She also submitted before the Enquiry 
Officer the death certificate of )i.;r husband as well the certifi¬ 
cate granted by the Mukhiya and Sarpanch of the concerned 
Gram Pandiayat. She further stated that when she time and 
again went to the West Mudidih colliery to receive dues of 
her hmband, then Bansi Mochi got imself transferred to Sendra 
Banspora Colliery, Subsequently the Government officials took 
action and the concerned workman was arrested. She said 
that she also had depo;icd in the Court of law and she submitted 
before tlie Enquiry Officer the photo copy of her evidence. 
She claimed that Bansi be removed from service and that her 
son ihould be given service. 

26. The next witness vvas one Ram Lakban Das S/o late 
Sudama Das. He gave evidence on the .same line claiming 
that his uncle Banshi Mochi had been working in place of his 
father by impersonating him. He also relied on the certifi¬ 
cate submitted by the Mukhiya Sarpanch. 

27. On being questioned by the Enquiry Officer, this witness 
suhmitted that for the first time he came to know that Bansi 
, Mochi was working in place of his father in the year 1979 
0,1 which he had made complaint to the management. 


28. This is oral evidence of the management on the record. 


29. Ext, M-2, marked in the Tribunal, which was also placed 
before the Enquiry Officer is photo copy of thcyoriginal appli¬ 
cation filed by Keshri Devi dated 28-10-80, addressed to the 
Mukhiya of Kc-ri Gram f'anohayat requesting him to grant 
certificate about the death of her husband. There is endorse¬ 
ment of one Ram Nandan Sharma. stamped as Mukhiya of 
Cram Panchayat in which he endorsed th^ claim of Kesri 
Devi that her husband had expired on 26-1-73. 


30 The certificate of dealh which was produced before the 
rnquirv Officer, dated 24-10-80 and signed by the Dy, Supdt. 
of Sad'ar Hospital, Biharsarif, one Vidyadhar Prasad, shows 
that one .Sudama Rabidas, whose occupation was service and 
who was son of foudi Rabidas of Village Poksi, P. S. Pakri 
Verma, Distt. Nawada, was admitted into the hospital on 


21-I-73 and had expired on 26-1-73 because of T.B. Ext. 
No. 5, marked by the Enquiry Officer, is a certificate by Ram 
Nandan Bharma, Mukhiya sialing that husband of Kesri Devi, 
.Sudama Ram of Village^J’okri had expired of T.B. Similarly 
Eixt. NO. 6 appears lo be the certificate granted by Surpanch 
of the Grarrr Kaclicry who also had certified the same, nlm t 
statirig that Bansi Mochi S/o Foudi Mochi was ‘Dewar’ of 
Kt.si'i rXevi. Exl. No. 10 is another certificate by the same 
Mukhiya and Sarpanch with the difference that it also has 
a photo pasted over it, suffixed with the stamp of Muklfiya 
in v hich il was certified that Bansi Mochi S/o Foudi Mochi 
of Viilagc-Poksi was well known to them. The Sarpanch 
specifically certified that the photo pasted thereon was of 
Bansi Moci. I, ven in course of argument before this Tribunal, 
it was not denied that this photograph was not that of the 
cunccrtrcd! workman. 

31. Therefore, there is sufficient evidence on record to show 
that one Sudnina Das or Sudama Rabidas S/o Foudi Rabidas 
Vv'.rs in the service of the Ciimpany who had expired on 
26-1-73, There is also sufficient evidence to show that the 
concerned workman, working in the name of Sudama Rabidas 
v-a.s actually one Bairsi Rabidas. 

32. In the details given in the written statement, admittedly, 
tne corrccrncd workman has claimed himself to be Sudamul 
Das S/o Foudi Das. The workman who had expired also 
was Sudama Rabidas S/o Foudi Rabidas as also given out 
in the death certrficiite. The address also tallies though in 
ino written statement Village ha.s been mentioned to be Pokri 
wircreas in the death certificate and elsewhere it is vlUage- 
I’oksi. But the name of the P.S. is the same, i.e., Pakri 
Veima. Nowliere it has been claimed bv the concerned work¬ 
man lhai in the same village there were two Sudamas and 
the names of their respective falhers were also Foudi. Acknow- 
Icdgoabiy iii this part the surnames sometimes differ a bit but 
the main thing is the name. 'I’lieretore the difference of Das 
and Rabidas is not very vital. The certificate granted by 
iho Mukhiya and Sarpanch also would show that Bansi Mochi 
whose photograph wa.s identified by them was S/o Foudi 
Rabidas of the siune village and Dewar of Keshri Devi, widow 
of late Sudama Rabidas, It simply does not appear to be 
possible that in one single family two sons of a father should 
he given tire same name. It may be noted here that the 
ccrlilicaie granted by tlie Sarpanch and Mukihya went on 
tlie record of the Enquiry Officer, unchallenged. 'Therefor* 
now the workman cannot be heard to challenge their veracity. 
As a matter of fact in course of argument those documents 
h.i.ve been cliaJlenged. In course of argument the concerned 
workman was also present in tho Court Room and was iden¬ 
tified on my request by the learned Counsel of the concerned 
workman. Tlie photograph in the certificate of the Mukhiya 
nnd Sarpanch tallied with the face of tho workman who was 
pre.sent. 

33. Tlrerctorc, there is iinchallongcd evidence on the record 
lliat tlie concerned workman, utter dcatli of Sudama Rabidas 
had taken up service impersonating deceased workman. 

34. One vital point raised by liic learned Counsel of the 
workman was that though tlie management alleged that tho 
concerned workman had expired on 26-1-73, still the widow 
liad made complaint legarding that, through the Coalfield 
l .abour Union, by letter dated 31-1-1981. The learned Counsel 
pointed out these lelutcd dates fr.un para 6 of the copy of 
the award in Reference No. 18 of 1983 which is on tb* 
record of the enquiry as Ext, No. 2. The learned counsel 
lias submitted that credence cannot be given to such a com¬ 
plaint made after ahnost 8 years. 

35. There is not much force in thii argument in the parti- 
CLiiar circumstances of this case. The management has adi- 
uiiited that il was not aware of the death of tho workman 
in tlie Sadar Hospital, Biharrurif. The learned Counsel for 
ihc management has also pointed out that this was in the 
period when tliere was lot of confusion because of take over 
and nationulisalion of coal mines. There is nothing on the 
record to dispute this assertion of the management that it 
was not aware of the death of Sudama Rabidas. But it 
will apiiear that in the year 1981 the management acted on 
leceipt of the information of Smt, Keshri Devi and stopped 
liim from work. Of course this stopping of work was not 
done in a legal manner as vvas held in the award of tho 
Central Govcrniiit.il Industrial Tribunal No, 3, Dhanbad, 
ill Reference No. 18 of 1983, Thereafter the management, 
after reinstatenient of tiie concerned workman, conducted 
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a domestic enquiry in accordance with law and the dismissal 
order came in the wake of the report of the Enquiry Officer 
who had held that tlic charge of impersonation was proved. 

36. Since the manaftement was not aware of the death of 
,Sudama Rabitlas before receipt of the application of Smt. 
Keshri Devi it cannot be faulted for not taking action which 
it too in the year 1981, If Smt. Keshri Devi delayed in 
conveying this information to the management, it is she who 
is responsible for this, not the management. 

37. It may be pointed out here that in his evidence Ram 
Lakhan Das S/o Sudama Rabidas had said ihat tor the 
first time he came to know in the year 1979 that Bnnshi 
Mochi was working in place of his father and thereafter con¬ 
veyed this to the management. It may bo argued that even 
after that the management failed to take action upto the 
year' 1981. But it appears that this witness was somewhat 
confused about the timing becauNe he also said that when 
he had complained to the management, the management had 
stopped the concerned workman from work. Therefore, from 
his evidence it will also hppear tha'. the management bud 
taken action soon after lodging of the complaint. Since the 
action was taken in the year 1981, it may Ire inferred 

this complaint was made around that time. 

3S. It was shown in the written statement of the workman 
that he was issued identity card, moaning that the identity 
card bore his photograph. But at flic same place it has also 
been mentioned that the identity canl was issued on 3-4-75. 
Obviously at that time the concei iied workman was working 
as Sudama Rabidas. Therefore this identity card cannot to 
the rescue of this workman. 

39. If in a case it had been proved in the domestic enquiry 
that the concerned workman was impersonating sotneone 
else or that he could not have been in the service had he 
not been impersonating some other person then, in my opin¬ 
ion, the action bv the raanagoment against such impersonation 
is not only justified, hut also desirable, notwithstanding some 
delay in taking action. Because If it is not held so. this 
could encourage unscrupulous persons to enter into seiv'ce 
bv imperonating some one else and then make attempt to 
nlnv hide and seek with the management in the hope that 
if they could pass sometime in such way, then ihcir miscon¬ 
duct or such fradulent act shail stand condoned. 

40. In view of the aforesaid I find tliat the action of the 
management in dismissing ihc concerne..! workman from work 
was justifieil. 

41. Findings make the following award.- - 

The action of the management of .Sendra Bansiora Collierv 
in dismissing the concerned workman under letter dated 
18-6-1988 vvas justified. The conceined workman is not entit¬ 
led to any relief. 

Under tlie circumstances of the case there will be no ordei 
as to the cost. 

P. K. SINHA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 6th September, 1995 

S.O. 2652.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, (No, I), Dhanbad as shown in the 
Annc.xurc in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Basantimata Colliery of 
M/s. B.C.C.L. and Iheir workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on 5-9-1995. 

[No. L-20012/15/89-IR (Coal-1)] 

BRAI MOHAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURF, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the mailer of a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 121 of 1989 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Basanii- 
mat.'i Colliery of M,''s. BCCL. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Shri P. K. Sinha, Presiding Officer, 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers—Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

For the Workmen—None. 

STATE ; Bihar INDUSTRY ; Coal 

Dated, the 24th August, 1995 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-200I2/15/89-IR (Coal-1) dated 5-10-1985 
the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour has, in 
e.xercise of Ihc power.s conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) and sub-section (2-A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following Dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal ; 

“Whether the action of the management of Basantimata 
Colliery of M/s. BCCL in denying Looseman 
allowance to the Trammers is justified ? If not, 
to what relief is the workman entitled to 7" 

2. The disptuc has been settled out of the Tribunal, A 
memorandum of settlement has been filed in this Tribunal. 

1 have gone through the terms of settlement and I find those 
to be fair and reasonable. I allow the prayer and render the 
award in terms of the settlement. The memorandum of 
scttlcmenl shall form par of this award. 

3. Let a copy of this 'award be sent to the Ministry as 
required under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 


P. K. SINHA, Presiding Officer 
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BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1. 
AT DHANBAD 

Reference No, 121/89 

Employers in rclHtion to the management of Basanti- 
mata Colliery. 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

Petition of Compromise 

The humble petition on behalf of the parties to the 
above reference most respectively shewth :— 

1, That, the above dispute has been amicably settled 
between the parties on the following terms :— 

Terms of Settlement 

(a) That, the present reference is arising on the demand 

of the union for payment of Looseman Allowance 
to the trammers of Basantiraata Colliery. As the 
system of riding over the ascending or descending 
set of tubs and giving signal from running set of 
tubs han been stopped long back, the demand for 
payment of looseman allowance is not pressed. 

(b) That, tlie management has already considered all 
aspects of working of Trammers of Basantimata 
Colliery and fvxed the piece-rated wages for Tram¬ 
mers and there exists no dispute to claim for loose- 
man allowance. Hence the demand for looseman 
allowance is not pressed. 

(c) That, the management agrees to provide more 

work and better facilities to piece rated workers to 
enable them to earn more piece-rated wages per 
day. 

2. That, in view of the aforesaid settlement, there exists 
no dispute for adjCdicatfcn. 

Under the facts and circumstances, stated above, the 
Hon’ble Tribunal will be graciously pleaded to hold the 
settlement to be fair and proper and be placed to pass the 
Award in terms of (he settement. 

For the workmen : 

1 . Sd/- Illegible. 

(Asstt. Secretary) 

RCMS 

2. Sill/- Illegible. 

For the Employers ; 

1. Sd/- Illegible. 

2. Sdl/- Illegible. 

Witnesses ; 

1. Sd/- riegiblc, 

2, Sd;/- lllerible. 

Part of the Award. 
Sdl- 

Preslcling Officer 
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New Delhi, the 6tlr September, 1995 

S.O .2633.—In pursuance ol Section 1 / of the Indusirial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexurc in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Central Bank of India and their work¬ 
men, which was received by the Central Government on 
5-9 1995, 

[No. L-12012/6ai/86-D.U (A)IR (Tl-IDl 
BRAJ MOHAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURH 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, TABALPUR (MP) 

Case Ref. No. COIT/LC(R)(15)/1988 
BETWEEN 

Shri Tarachand Nagpure, Messenger, represented through 
the As.stt. Secretary, State Bank of India and 
Subsidiary Bank Employees Union C/o SBL 
Chhindwara (MP). 

AND 

The Regional Manager, Central Bank of India, Chhind¬ 
wara (MP). 

PRESIDED IN : 

By Shri Arvind Kumar Awasthy. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman—Shri S. K. Roo, Advocate. 

For Mimagcmenl—Shri G. C. Bhatin, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Banking DISTRICT : Chhindwara (MP) 
AWARD 

Dated, the 27th Inly, 1995 

This is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. L-12012/681/ 
86-D.II (A)_ dated 1-2-1986, for adjudication of the following 
industrial dispute :— 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Central 
Bank of India Arri Branch, Distt. Sconi in terminat¬ 
ing the services of vShri Tarachand Nagpure, Messen¬ 
ger with effect from 25-5-84 and not considering 
him for further employment under Section 25-H of 
the I. D. Act i.s justified ? If not, to what relief 
the workman conctrned is entitled 7” 

2. The case of the workman Union is that the workman, 
Shri Tarachand Nagpure, was appointed as Messenger in 
Arri Branch on 13-5-1980 against the permanent vacant 
post and he continuonsly worked for more than 240 days 
upto 25-5-1984; that the management has retrenched him 
without paying the compensation and notice. The work¬ 
man ha.s prayed for reinstatement with full back wage.s. 

3. The case of the management is that the workman was 
appointed on temporary basis and he has not completed 
continuous service of 240 days during the (2 calendar monihs 
under Section 25-F and as such he is not entitled for reie.state- 
ment. 

4. On 29-11-1990, terms of reference wcarkman in the is.sue 
in the cast and the case was fixed for evidence. Since 
then enumerable opportunities were given to the workman. 
The workman has failed to adduce anv evhlencc to '.iibsi an¬ 
tiate his case. In the last two hearings none appeared for 
the workman. 
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[vTifTlI—3 (ii)] 

5, Consequently, it is held that the workman has faded 
to prove that his terrajiiat'on from service was unjusiti d. 
Reference is answered in favorn of the nianagement Pait'cs 
to bear their own costs, 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding OHlcc: 
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New Delhi, the 6th September. 1995 

S.O. 2654,—In pursuance of Section IT of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Ceniral Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Ceniral Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur us shown in Ihc Armexurc in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of LlC of India and their workmen, wiiich 
was received by the Central Government on 5-9’1995, 

[No, L-17012/53/85-D,lV (A)/IR (B-n)| 

BRAT MOHAN. De.sk Officer 

ANNEXURF 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR court, JABALPUR (MP) 

Case Ref. No. CGlT/LC(R)r56)/1986 

[Refened vide Notification No. L-17012/53/85-D.IV (A; 
dated 24-6-1986] 

BETWEEN 

Shri D. S, Verma. 104, G.H. Scheme No, 54, Mig. 
Indore. 

AND 

The Divisional Manager, LIC of India, Indore .MP) 
PRESIDED IN ; 

By Shri Arvind Kumar Awasthy, 

APPEARANCES ; 

Eor Workman—In person. 

For Management—Shri Shankar Dcy. 

INDUSTRY : LIC DISTRICT : Indore (MP) 

AWARD 


3. My learned predecessor vide Award dated 15-12-1987 
concluded that the domestic tnquity held against the work¬ 
man was fair, proper and legai and the workman was rightly 
held guilty foj- the charges’ Ti was further held that the 
d missal wa.s justified. 

4. Workman file M.P. No. .554-88 before the Hon'blc 
High Court of M.P. and vide Order dated 28-8-90 the 
lliin’blc High Court allowed the petition and the order of 
terminating the service of the worl-man was sc aside. It 
is further observed by the llon'hle High Court that the 
opnortumly lo the workman to cros.s-c.\amine the hand 
writing Expert, Shri Sarvatc, be given by the Enquiring 
Officer, 

5. The management made Special 1 ca>'c Petition to the 
Hon’hle Supreme Court against the Order of Hon’ble High 
Court in SPE No. 148-149/91 dated 14,5-1993 has set 
aside the impnened Tudemenf dated 28-8-90 in M.P, No. 
554/88 of the Hon’hle High Court. 

6 . The management h.a.s filcrl a nctition that in view of 
tile order dated 14-5-199'3 in SEP No. 148-149'91 the c.ase 
be closed The reply of tbc workman that tbe Hon'ble 
Supreme Court has passed the ex parte order on 11-9-1993 
and that the nohee to the workman was nt isrued by the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court. The workm.an has alleged that 
in view of the order of Ihc TTon’Mr, Iliith CoiiC dated 
28-8-90 the npporlunitv should be granted to tbc workman to 
cross-examine the band writing Expert wh'cli was illegally 
denied by the Enqirring Officer. 

7. In the Order dated 14-5-1993 of the TTon’ble Supreme 
Court, it is clearly slated that the impuimed Judgement dated 
28-8-90 of the Hon’ble Hinb Court was set aside. Conse- 
qiientlv, tbe Av/ard dated 1^-12-1987 pa.s.sed bv tbe Tribunal 
regarding tbe dismissal of the workman held justified will 
rem.ain in force; unless the order is nassed bv the T-tnn'ble 
Supreme Court reviewing its own order dated 14-S,.1993. 
this Trib’tnni has no iurh-diclinn to ertertnin this ease, Thus 
the aiaplicp.iion of the management to close the proceedings 
of this case is berchv nPo'v.'d 

8 . In view of tbe order dated 14-5-1993 in SEP No. 
148-149/91 tbe case U hereby filed. 

Partic.s to bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY. Presiding Offlrer 
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Dated, the 1st August, 1995 

The workman, Shri D. S, Verm.a, was employed as As.sis- 
tant in Mhow Branch of the L.I.C. of India and the work¬ 
man was chargcshected on 31-1-1983 on the allegation of 
cheating and defrauding the Corporation for an amount of 
Rs. 15,240 by fabricating the insurance policy. Management 
after conducting the departmental enquiry against the work¬ 
man, dismissed (be workman from service. 

2. The Ministry of Labour made the aforesaid icfcronce 
and the statement of claim and written statement of the 
parties were filed. 

2274 GI:/95—7 


New Delhi, the 6lh September, 1995 

S.O. 2655.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 19(7 (14 of 1947). the Cential Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, (No. 1), Bombay as shown in the 
Annexiu-e jn the Tudustrial Dismtte between the cmplovcrs 
in relation to the management of Bharat Pclroletim Cor- 
iioratiori I.'d, and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on 5-9-95. 

[No. L-30012.'32/S7-DmfB)/IR(Coal-r)l 
BRAJ MOHAN. Desk Officer 
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anivexure 

DFFORl ri.NIRAJ- GOVf'RNMETNT INDITSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO. 1. BOMBAY 

Present : 

1 

Shri Justice R, S. Vei-nut, Presiding Officer. 

; Reference Nu, CCijT-20 of 1988 

P^ARTIES^; 

1 Employers in relation to the management of Bharat 
Petroleum Corpcuaiion I td., Bombay. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES ; 

For the Management,—Shri Potn, Advocate. 

For the Workman—Workman in peiNou. 

IlJjDUSTRy : Petroleum. STATE Maharashtra. 

Bombay, dated the 28th day of August, 1995 
\WARD fPart-n) 

Government of India in the Ministry of Labour by its 
o(dor lit. 15"3-1988 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudicHtion of this Tribunal. 

' Whether the action of ilic manasement of the Bharat, 
Petroleum Coi’poraiion Ltd, io dismissing Shri 
Ramnath J. Tiwuri, Watchman at its Wndilube 
Installation, Bombay, from service, with effect from 
5-2'1987 is iustified ’ It not, what relief is the 
workman entitled to ?" 

;2. The workman filed his statement of claim. The cm- 
plbyer also filed its statement of claim. The matter was 
evientually beared by the then Presiding Officer Hon’ble 
J^tlce S. N. Khatri who passed the Award-Part-I on 5th 
of October, 1990 whereby inquiry hold ■pgainst the workman 
found to be vitiated. 

3. The finding w'as challenged by' the employer Corpora¬ 
tion by filing writ Petition No. 1123 of 1991 before (he High 
Court of Bombay. The said AVrif Petition came fo be 
dismissed by the Hon’We High Court on 14-10-94. There¬ 
after, if appears, that the employee Shri Tiwnri approached 
Jht employer Corporation fo explore tlie po.ssibilities of 
StfMirtg the matter by way of negodatinns. In pursuance of 
reque.si a setlement tonk place hctw'ecn the paifies on 
K5th day of Ativtisf, 1995 Tlie terras of settlement are as 
lollows : 

Term.s of Settlement 

“1, Die Corpornfion agrees to pay to Mr. Tiwari 
the sum of Rs. I lakh, 

2. Mr, Tiwari will accept (he said sum in full and final 
settlement of all bis cnims against the Corpora¬ 
tion and confirms that he has no claim of whatso¬ 
ever nature against the Corporation including any 
claim for reinstatement or re-employment. 

3, It is also agreed that an application will be made 
to the Central Tndiistrinl Tribunal in reference No. 
CGTT-20 of 1988 for making an award in terms 
of this seKlement." 

|J 4 In pursn.sncc of the afo'cs.iid seltlement an Applicaticm 
has been filed by the parties befoi-e me for passing an Award 
[m terms of the .settlement. Both the parties has filed the 
'tetdement before me whirh has been duly attested bv me. 
In View of the nforesnid settlement, the reference is anjtwered 
m terms of aeltitment, An aw'ard is made acconlincly. Copies 
JW the Award may be sent for pubbestion in accordance with 
Jgw and rules. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officlr 


[Pare 11—Sec. 3(ii).l 

• ■ .--'J-l 

Name of Parlies : 

Bharat Petroleum Corpn, Ltd,. 

Udyofi Bhavan, 

Walcliand Hirachand Marg. 

Ballard Estate, 

Dombay-400 038. 

AND 

Mr. R. J. Tiwari 

This Settlement made this 25tli iLny of August 1995 bet¬ 
ween Blnirat Petroleum Corporation Ltd. (hereinafter he- 
ferred fo as the Corporation) and Mr. R. J. Tiwari. 

Whcieas Mr. R. J. Tiwnri was di.smissed from the services 
of the Corporation on 5-2-1987: 

And whereas Mr- Tiwari raised an industrial dispute which 
was referred by the Cenli'ul Government to the Central 
Industrinl Tribunal for adjudication baing Reference No. 
CGIT No. 20 of 1988 : 

And whereas the Industrial Tribunal by its order dated 
5-10-1990 held that the enquiry held against Mr. Tiwnri was 
not fair and proper; 

And whereas the Corporation being aggrieved by the said 
judgement and order filed AVvit Petition No. 1123 of 1991; 

And whereas the said Writ Petition came to be dismissed 
bv the Hon hie High Court bv its judgement and order dated 
14-10-1994; . 

And whereas Mr, Tiwari approached the Corporation to 
explore the possibility of settling the matter; 

And whereas pursuant to discussions and negotiations the. 
parties have arrived at the following settlement to the 
intent tha( it shall be bindinn On them in terms of section 
?('n> read with section !8(H of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

Now (his seOlcmePt witnesseth and it is hereby agreed by 
and between the parties hereto as follows :— 

Terms of Settlement 

1, The Corporation agrees to pay to Mr. Tiwari the 
sum of Rs. 1 lakh. 

2, Mr, Tiwari will accept the said sum. in full and 
final settlement of all his claims against the Cnf- 
porntion and confirms that he has no claim of 
whatsoever nature ngain.st the Corporation including 
any claim for rc-instatement or re-employment. 

3, It is also agreed (hat an application will be made 
to the Central Industrial Tribunal in Reference No 
CGlT-20 of 1988 tor irwiinB an award in terms of 
this settlement. 

Bombav, dated the 25fh day of August, 1995, 

For Bharat Petroleum 

Corporation Ltd. 

Witnesses ; 

R. J. TIWARI 
Witnesses: 

^ (3 1995 
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New Delhi, the 6'th September, 1995 

^.O. 2656.—In pursuance of Seel ion 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
Jneireby publislies tiie Award of Ihc Central Government Indust- 
n:4 Tribunal, lab.ilpitr as sliown in the Annexure, in the 
ndu.strial dispute betueen the employers in relation to the 
in^aecmcnt of Biiaspuc Raipur Kshetpiya Grupiin Bank and 
their workmen, which was rceoivod by the Centra) Gov- 
prliment on tiie 6-9-1995, 

INo. L-12012|204|91-IRBI1 
P. 1. MICHAEL, Desk Olficei' 


ANNEXURE 

tN THE CENI'RAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
IrIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. JABALPUR (MP) 
CASE REF. No. CGrTlLC(R>(174>|1991 
BETWEEN 

Shri Behurilal Yadav Slo Shrt Sohan Lai Yadav. Grans 
Post Sirri, Thana Abhenpur. District Raipur (MP). 

AND 

The President, Bilaspur-Raipur Kshetriya Gtamin Bank. 
Dayalbandh, Bilaspur (MP-495001). 


rated employee for four hours in a day; that he has not contin- 
uCLisly worked for 2-lU days in a calendar year. The panaiie' 
mciil has further pleaded rhal the workman has suppressed 
the I'.tct with regard to ids qualificailou. Manasement has 
alleged iliut llic vvoikman has no legal lieht for toin.stalement.- 

4. Terms of reference W'ere made the issue in ihc case. 

W'orkman e.xe.mincd himself and the management has exa¬ 
mined Shri V. N, Mishra and produced doeuments Ex. D/1 
u> Ex. D/9 to prove tlipir ease. , 

5. Shri Biharilal Yadav nas staled that he has worked from 
11-11-89 to 7-4-91 and he used to work for the full day, Shri 
Bihuriial Yadav has not stated that he has worked for 240 
days ill a ealendar year, Shrt Bihiirtlal Yadtiv has also not pro^ 
dticc oral or doetimentary evidence to prove that he has worked 
Lomitiuously in a calendar yciir for 240 days. As against this, 
management witness, V. N. Mithni, has stated that the. work¬ 
man has not worked for more than 2^0 days and he was a 
part-time swecixu- and he used work only for 4 hours in a day. 
Receipt E.\. D/l to Ex. D,'6 of the payment of wage to the 
workmen are Cidmitted by the w'orkman and he has further 
admitted in hi.s cross-examiniiiio,i that the receipts bear his 
signtilures. Prom Ex. D/1 to Ex, D/6 it is clear that the 
workman was paid for working only for four hours in a day. 
Consequently, it is clear that the workman was a daily rated 
employee for 4 hours in a day and he has not worked for 
240 days continuously in a calendar year. 


PRESIDED IN : 

By Shri Arvind Kumar Awasthy. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman ; Shri A. S. Gaharwar, Advocate. 

For Management : Shii V. N. Mishra. 
lINDUSTRY : Banking. DISTRICT : Bilaspm (MP). 

AWARD 

Dated : August 16, 1995 

JThis is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Miinistry of Lnbotir. vide its Notification No. L-12012|2()4|91- 
IR (B-.t) dated' 23/27-9-71. fur adjudicution of the following 
indnflrial dispute :— 

THE SCHEDULE 

“Whether the actitm of the management of BiUspur 
Rajpur Kshetriya Gramin Bank in relation to their 
Sirri Branch in terminating the services of Shri 
Biharilal Yadav Sjo Shri Sobhanlal Ytdav w.e.f. 
7-4-91 and not consideiing him for further emp- 
ployment while recruiting fresh hands under section 
25-H of the I.D. Act i’ justified and legal? If not, 
to what relief is the workman entiled to?" 

'l. The ca-se of the workman is that he was appointed in 
Sirri Branch of Bilaspur-Raipm- Kshetriya Gramin Bank, Rai¬ 
pur as Swceper-cum-Waterman with effect from 11-11-1989 
and that he has worked for more than 409 day.s, but his ser- 
vites were illegally terminated. Workman has further leaded 
that lie wni again employed by the management as Sweeper- 
viim-Waterman w'.e.f. 8-4-1‘>90 and (hat his services were ille¬ 
gally terminated on 7-4-1991. Then workman has pleaded that 
oil both the occasions he lias cnntinnouslv w'orked for more 
th'an 210 days and his services were illegally terminated with¬ 
out giving the statutory notice and without paying him the 
rcjircnchmcnt compensation. Workman has prayed for rcin- 
statemenl with full back wages, 

i 

;.t, 'I'he case of the management is that the Bilaspur-Raipur 
KthelMv'i Gramin Bunk is contiolled by the provksions of the 
fcnirnl Government which is 'be Bank of India and the spon¬ 
soring Hank State Bank of India: that the Government in cxer- 
c’tn of the powers under Sec. 17 rctid with Sec. 29 of Kshet- 
fijtu Giamin Bank Act, 1976, had been iS,suing the circulars 
f(j the nppoiiiTmont of nart-tirne employee for limited number 
ot hours to meet the exigencies of w'erk in the Bank, that the 
Wifaikman,.Biharilal Yadav, w.ns appointed as part-time daily 


6. From the management documents Ex. Dl7 
and Ex. D|8 it is clear that the Goffcrnment of 
India, Ministry of Finance, issued the Circulars for 
the appointment of Sweepers!Messengers in ihe 
Regional Rural Banks on purely part time and 
daily rated basis, Consequently, from the state¬ 
ment of Shri V.N. Mishra and the documents filed 
by the management, it is clear that that the work¬ 
man Biharilal Yadav, was a daily rated temporary 
employee for working a.s sweeper for folir hours in a 
day, The termination of the services of such work¬ 
men are not covered by die definition of the ret¬ 
renchment under Section 2(oo)(bb) of the I.D. Act 
and they are not entitled to claim the benefit of 
Sec. 25F of the I.D, Act. They are also not entitled 
for retrencliment on account of the violation of the 
provisions of Sec. 25F of the I.D. Act. 

7. The Hon'ble Supreme Court in case of 
Madhyamik Siksha Parishad Vs. -\nil Kumar 
<1994-II-LLJ|977) has held that the persons work¬ 
ing on ad hoc post which was not sanctioned has 
no right for regularisation because such persons 
Jiavc no status under the I.D, Act on the basis of 
completion of 240 days service. 

8. In case of P.S. Anitha Vs, Asstt. Director of 
Tea Development Board, Kotayam (1995 Lab.IC 
37), Director, Institute of Management Develop¬ 
ment Vs. Pushpa Srivastaya (AIR 1992 SC 207(j) 
& Surendra Kumar Gyani Vs. State of Rajasthan 
(AIR 1993 SC. 115) it is held that the termination 
of the service of the casual employee on the ex¬ 
piry of the contract does not amount to retrench¬ 
ment. The Circulars Ex. Dl7 and Ex. D 8 by 
which the workman was employed appear to be 
fair and there is no evidence to show that the terms 
of appointment were improper or unjust. Conse¬ 
quently, the workman is not entitled for the rein¬ 
statement firstly because it is not proved that ho 
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worked for 240 days in a calendar year and 
secondly because in view of he terms of contract 
his termination is not covered by the definition of 
retrenchment. 

9. The action of the management in terminat¬ 
ing the services of Shri Biharilal Yadav S|o Shri 
Sobhanlal Yadav w.e.f. 7-4-91 and not consider¬ 
ing him for further employment is just and proper 
reference is answered in favour of the manage¬ 
ment. Parties to bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding Officer 

19‘js 

spT.srr. 2057 —ifr^ThTT 1947 

(1047 14 ) srrrr 17 T srw'ir 

fmftspff 3flT 

-JitT ^ThTTTT 4- 4'r^, ri'-JTd jf fTpe afj'gtpEf; 
f^'iTT ^ tREp sfr-sirPrE ufh'trpr, 

^ qir sfRtfr ^ rpqrr qh 

6 190 5 Til JTi'5T |«rf 1 

[^TTT 41011 / 7/8 9-ifrt 3Tr^-I] 

New Delhi, the tith September. 1995 

S.O. 2657.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cenlral Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Cenlral Government 
Tndu.slrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure, in 
the induslrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Wcslera Rarlw.ay and their workmen, 
which was received hy the Central Government on 6-9-1995. 

[No. E4I0U/7/89-1R (B-I)] 

P, J. MICHAEL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRI- 
BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (MP), 
Case Ref. No, CGIT/LC(R)(2.15)/I9S9 

BETWEEN 

S/Shri Kishori Lai and 16 Ors. Bungalow No. 126, S'mrol 
Road, Mhow, District Indore (MP)-452001. 

AND 

Tlie Divisional Railway Mnn,ager (East) Western Railway. 
Rallam (MP)-457001. 

PH^^I^TD IN : 

ShtT Arvind Kumar Awasthy, 

ATt^EAhX'iSiCES ; 

' I ' ■'! -,.4 : !i r;‘ '-I 

^or, tVorkmep—^None. 

For Shn Parmar. 

EsroUSTRIP'11 Railways' DISTRICT : Ratlam (MP) 


AWARD 


Dated, the 3rd August, 1995 

This IS u reference made by the Central Govcniment, 
,Mini.stiy of Labour, vide its Notification No. L-41011/7/89- 
D-11 (E) dated 30lh October, 1989, for adjudication of the 
follow'ing industrial dispute ;— 

SCHEDULE 

‘‘Whether the stoppage from work of Shri Kishorilal 
and 16 others i.e. S/Shri Jagdishpuri Padumpur. 
Nandkishoie Gpndalal. Ramdayul Bhikha, Bahusdur 
Prag, Shivkaran Mahangu, Saiyed Mujawar Ali, Badri 
Menuram, Kanhaiyalal Kaluram, Bherulal Mangilal, 
Chanrikaprasad Satyanarayan, Sitaram Ramautar, 
Suresh Radhelal, Ramesh Madanlal, Ghanshyam 
Pannalal, Prem Gulab and Shyamlal Nanaka by tbe 
lOW/AEN Western RuUway, Mhow is justified If 
not, to what relief (he workman are entitled for ?" 

2. The case of the workmen is that they were working 
from 1983 till their services were illegally terminated without 
notice. 

3. The management has alleged that the workmen have 
already received the employment and they arc not interested 
ill pursuing the dispute. 

4. The case was for filing the documents and tlie wrilten 
sintement by the workman on 28-1-1991 and since then the 
workmen appeared only once on 1-10-1991, The workman 
has not filed the rejoinder and documents. Consequently, it 
is clear that the workmen are not interested in pursuing the 
dispute. As such, no dispute award is passed.No order as to 
co.sts. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Preiding Officer 


199 5 

TT.su. 2 65 8—STVlffiT fWT WftlffiTtT, 1947 
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rtTTT'. “E 4'E tit S'-Tfr T TT-TT'S TUTJ 
sfR 'ETT TRTu'f T SERV r' afpOlftpE 

'3 

jf etek Jaftjrrjvr 7r-"Fp|T 

% Tqqz -^'T jrTrrjRf ttHT I ^fr Rtunr Tit 

6 ffiolTTT, 1995 TtSfltT Tl I 

[TqTT ET- 12 0 1 2/ 2 4 2/ 8 9-aTrl srn- tVT V) ] 

tft, ^. Tiwr, siffinff 


New Delhi, the 6th September, 1995 

S.O, 2658.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annc.xure in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of State Bank of Indore and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central (jovernment on 6-9.1995. 

[No. L-12012/242/89-1R (B-UI)] 
P. J. MICHAEL, Deik Offlcei 
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ANNEXURB 

IN TI-iE CJ NTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRI¬ 
BUNAL COM LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 
Ciisc Ref, No. COIT/LC(Rl(262)/T989 
BETWEEN 


% ifrc ■3'fl'f TUT'eRf t '4Y'T ^ 

BTTg^Tpr'E fTTrr ^ nxTnr ■+i)N'Trw 

"jT'TT'TT 'i'TTir 't'T VN 

jfT TCTT’" ^ «tfl'TFT';, 1995 TT 


Snn Riimebh Clitratlm Riahore. 216, Luhaf Rond, Rai’ara 
fMPE457001. 

AND 

The Dy. General Manager, Stale Bank of Indore, Zonal 
ODice, 163, Kanchan Bada, Indore (.MP). 

PRESIDED IN ; 

Shri Arvind Komar Awaslhy. 

APPEARANCES ; 

For Workman—Sliri A. S. Galtarwar, Advocate- 
For Mauaecment—Shri S. K. Rao, Advocate. 
INDUSTRE ; Banking DISTRICT : Ratlam (MP) 

AWARD 


nr I 

[t'pti i{'t- 12012/27/5s-sTib n r. nf 1 1 

T'r. ^ . RTfc'nT'T, li'ft;. 


New Delhi, the 6lh September, 1995 

SO 2640.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indu.slrial 
Disputes Act, 194 7 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award or the Ccntnil Government 
Inditsrnal Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in tlic Annexiire, m 
the industrial dispute bciwccii the employers in lelalion to 
the management of Bilaspur Raiptir Kshelriya (.iramiix Bank 
and ihcir workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 6-9-1995. 


Dated, the 7th August, 1995 

This is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Mmisiry of Labour, vide its Notification No. L-12012/242/89- 
IR (B-lllj dated 13-12-1989, for adjndicaiion of the foltowins 
industrial dispute :— 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of the Asstt. 
G.M., State Bank of Indore, Indore, in not providing 
employment to Shri Ramesh Chandra Rathore (Desig¬ 
nation) Peon, after 13-7-1988 (date of termination) 
and whether his said termination, is justified ? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled to 

2. Admitted facts of the case are that the workman, Shri 
Ramesh Chandra Rathore, was appointed on 4-4-78 us a 
temporary Peon 'in the Bajajkhan Branch of the Slate Bank 
of Indore (now known as Topkiiana Brancli) at Ratlam. 

3. The case of the workman is that lie has worked as a 
temporary Peon from 4-4-78 to 13-7-78 and his services were 
terminated without giving him notice. The workman has 
prayed for reinstatement with back wages. 

4. The case of the management is that the workman was 
appointed purely on temporary basis and his appointment 
was for a specified period. Management has further alleged 
that by virtue of the provisions in Dcsal Award the workman 
who was a casual worker is not entitled for his regularisation. 
Tile management has stated that the provisions of Section 
25-G and H arc not applicable because the workman has 
not worked 240 days during the period of 12 calendar months. 

5. Terras of reference was made the issue in the case. 

6. The workman has not led any evidengo to prove his case. 
The Hon’ble Supreme Court in case of Madhyamik Siksha 
Parishad, U.P. Vs. Anil Kumar Mishra and Ors, etc. (1994- 
II-LLI p 977) has held that the persons working on ad hoc 
assignment which was not sanctioned have no right ror regular • 
Ration and as such the workman has no stalus under the 
I D. Act for regularisation on the basis of working of 240 
days. Admftedly, the workman bus worked only for 68 davs 
as temporary Peon, The workman has not worked against 
the permanent vacancy. Consequently, the termination 
of the service of the workman was iustified. Reference Is 
answered in favour of the management. Parties b) bear 
their own cosEs, 

ARVTND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding Officer 
, 6 19 9 5 

2659—1947 
(l947 TT14) ^ EUTri? ^ =!T=[Jr77Tr jq %:^q- 

TTTjT UTjfH #«fr % srw5f?r 


[No. L-120I2/27/8S-IR (B-1)] 

P. I. MICHAEL. Desk Officer 

ANNLXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRI- 
BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. lABALPUR (MP), 

Case Ref. No, CGIT/LC(R)(113)/1988 
BETWEEN 

Shri Ranikhilawun Premi S/o Babulul Prenii, Village 
Pangaon, Tar Khosla, District Bilaspur (MP). 

AND 

The Chairman, Bilaspiir-Ruipui Kshetriya Gramin Bank. 
Bilaspur (MP). 

PRESIDED IN : 

Shri Arvind Kumar Awasthy. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman—Shri S. K. Rao, Advocate. 

For Management—Shri Maiudiretta, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Banking DISTRICT ; Bilaspur (MP) 

AWARD 

Dated, the 16th August, 1995 

This is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Mmistry of Labour, vide its Notification No, L-12012/27/ 
88-D-IV (A)/D-III (A) dated 25th October, 1988, for adjudi¬ 
cation of the following industrial dispute :— 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether removal/dismissal from service of Shri Ram- 
Khiiawiin Premi by the management of Bilaspur- 
Raipur Kshetriya Gramin Dank, Bila.tpiir is justi¬ 
fied ? If not, to what relief tf’.e workman is entitled 
to T 

2. The admitted facts of the ca-tc arc that the workman, 
Shri Ramkhilawan Premi, was appointed in the Bank us 
CIcrk-cum-Cashier on 17-5-J978 and he had worked at the 
Pasen Branch of the Bank from September 1979 to Iiinc 4, 
1982. ft is also a common ground that Hie charge-sheet 
dated 19-10-1985 was is.si/d against the workman on the 
ailegiition that he had embezzled R.s. 2238.30 which was 
received by him from seven customers for credit to their 
respective accounts. It is not in dispute that the depart¬ 
mental enquiry concluded on 2,5 3-1936 and the services of 
the workman were terminated vide the impugned order dated 
25-5-1987. 





22 TllE gazette of INDIA ; SEPTEMBER 30, 1995/AS VINA 8, 1917 


[Part II^ec. 3(ii).] 


3, The case oi the manauemeDt is that the Head Office 
jfllhe Bank received many corapJaints during 19dl‘82 from 
:;uBtomers against Shri Prcmi, Clerkrcum-Cashier, that he 
had received money under acknowledgments from them and 
iiCi Jiad not credited the amount into their respective accounts; 
ihu't in the domestic enquiry eight witnesses were examined 
by the management and the defence taken by the workman 
was that the alleged miscondua of misappropriation was 
co|mmitled by him under the instructions of Shri Sahu, the 
then Bank Manager; that the workman was dismissed from 
thb service by the Disciplinary Authority and the appeal 
of tlie workman to the Board of Directors of the Bank was 
aljo rejected on 5-12-1987. 

4. The case of the workman is that the false allegation 
of the embezzlements was levelled against him and during 
tlie domestic enquiry the opportunity to the workman to exa¬ 
mine Shri A, K. Sahu, Branch Manager, was not provided. 

The workman has alleged that the finding of the Enquiry 
Officer is perverse and the workman deserves reinstatement 
wjth back wages. 

|5. Following are the issues in the case ;— 

ISSUES 

I I. Whether the enquiry is proper and legal ? 

! 2. Whether the managemen, is entitled to Itad evidened 

before this Tribunal 7 

3. Whether the charges of misconduct are proved on 
the facts of the case V 

4. Whether the punishment awarded Is proper and 
legal ? 

5. Relief and costs ? 

6. Issue Nos. 1 and 2 —The domestic enquiry was held 
prjoper and legal by order dated 15-6-1995. Consequently, 
Is^ttes No. 1 and 2 arc answered in favour of the manage¬ 
ment, 

I I 

7. Issue No. 3—The management has examined the 
culstomers of the Bank, Smt. Inderkunwar Bal Oond to 
prove that Rs. 800 deposited by her in the- month of January 
1982 was not credited in her account and similarly the 
mima^ement has examined Kamal Singh to show that Rs.' 100 
deposited by him in-the month of September, 1981 was not 
crediied in his account. The management has examined 
Shymn Lai, Tifath Prasad Amar Singh, Kundan Lai and 
Sk. Munir-Mohd. to prove that the amount deposited by 
them were not credited in their account. From the slatc- 
mbnt of these witnesses and their account books and from 
the admission of the workman. Shri Premi, il is proved 
beyond reasonable doubt that the workman, Shri RamkhFa- 
wan Premi, -as Cashier of' the bank, ficeived the amount 
from these depositers and the entry in (heir P«.ss Bc.ok 
w^s made to the effect by the workman, Shri Premi. The 
management has filed the Ledger of the sard de,nOsitor.s 
arid from the- Ledgers it is clear that the amount was'not 
Meposited in the bank by Shri-Premi, thir workman. 

'8. Consequently, it is clear that Shri Premi while work¬ 
ing as Cash cr of the Bank received the amount from the 
va|rious depositors and even after makuif the entry in the 
Pass Books the amount was not credited by- the workman 
in| Iheir Ledgers, It is not in dispute that the duty of the 
Cashier was to make the relevant entry in the -Ledgers and 
toi deposit the amount in the Bank. The ttp^oprlatiun of 
tht amount hy the workman is embezzlement and the ' 
rajsconduct. The defence of the workman is peculiar, , 
rcdiculous and per se not tenable. The workman, ,Shri 
Premi, has taken the defence that the amount was not 
deposiled by him and credited in the Ledger Book as per 
Inftnictions of the Branch Manager, Shri A. K. Snhu- 
Tfiere is no evidence to (his effect that Shri A. K. Sahu 
is.yed such illegal instructions. However, even a lay man 
will not accept such instructions of the embezzlement of 
thp Bank amount and'the plea 'of the workman who was 
the Cashier of the Bonk that the Bank money was mls- 
appropriafed on the instructions of the Branch Manager Is 
puJpably false. _ V 


9. The learned Enquiry Officer has rightly held that the 
gross misconduct of the embezzlement was proved. The 
learned Di.sciplinary Authority has also dealt witn all the 
charges; and the evidence of the management and lha defence, 
and rightly concluded that thf findings of tnc Enquiry 
Officer were just and proper. The absurd and rcdiculous 
defence of the workman along with ihp bunk record i.e. 
Pass Books and ihe Ledgers proves beyond reasonable doubt 
that the workman is guilty of gross mittconduct of the 
embezzlement of the bank amount. Issue No. 3 is answeied 
in favour of the management. 

10. Issue No. 4—Integrity of the employee in the bank 
institution must be unquestionable and embezzlement of the 
Bank amount shakes the trust and confidence teposej by 
the customers in the Bank. 

11. Doctrine of proportionality envisage that the punish¬ 
ment should commensurate with the gravity of the offence. 
Such flagrant and admissible misconduct of cmbezzlcjnent 
by the Cashier needs the extreme punishment of dismissal 
without tears. Looking to tlie gravity of the offence tlie 
.management was right in dismissing the workman frOtn the 
service. Issue No. 4 is held in favour of the management, 

12. Issue Np. 5—The action of the management in dis¬ 
missing the workman, Shri Ramkhilawan Premi, is ]ust 
and proper. Reference is answered is favour of Ihe manage¬ 
ment. Parties to bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHV, Presiding Officer 

^ 1995 
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New Delhi; the 'bih Sepieiubei, 1995 

S.O. 2661).—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Ttidns'.rial 
Disputes Act, 19-47 (14 of 1947), the Centra) Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as aliowo- in the .Aune.xurc in 
the -industrial di.sputc between the- employers in relation to 
the management of Stale Bank of Indore and their ivorkmen, 
whicb was received by the Central Government on (i-9-1995. 

[No. L-120121231I89-1R CB-U 
P. J. MICHAEL,- Desk Officer 

annexure 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRI- 
BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (MP) 

Case Ref, No. CGIT/LC(R)(261)/1989 
BETWEEN 

Shri Laxman Das Agtirwal, In fioiU of ICorhi No. 8, 
Motibaba Road, Shivpuri (MP), 

AND 

The Regional Manager, State Bank of Indore, Bhopal 
Zonal Office, Roof houee. 4 Maharans Piatap 
Nagar III, Bhopal (MPl, 

PRESIDED IN : 

By Shri Arvind Kumar Awasthy, 






■ irrer"pftni'W aOjisos/^tftT^ 
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APPEARANCES : 

For workman—-In person. 

For Manugcmeni—Sliri S- K, Rao, Advocate. 

iNDUSTRV : Banking DISTRICT : Bhopal .MP) 

1 


ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTKAL GOVERNMFiNT INDUSTRIAL TRI- 
BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (MPj 

Case Ref. No. CGIT/LC(Rj(152j/199l 

BETWEEN 


AWARD 

Dated, the 3rd August, 1995 

Tills is a reference made by the Central Governmeti*, 
Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. L'12012/231 / 
89-IR (B-UI) dated 13-120989, for adjudication of the 
following iudustiial disptite ;— 

SCHEDULE 


Shri Sunderlal alias Manulal Sahii S/o Shri Golii Ram 
Sahu, C/o Bilaspur-Raipur Kshetriya Gramin Bank. 
Branch Kondkara, Teh. Hajim. District Raiptrr 
(MPl. 

and 

The Chairman, Bila.spur-Raipur Kshetriya Gramin Bank, 
Dayalbandh, Bilaspur (MP)-49500l, 


“Whether the action of the management of R.N. Stale 
Bank of Indore, Bhopal, in not providing employ¬ 
ment to Shri T axman Das Agarwal, tDesignation 
Peon), after the 20-11-1932 (Date of termimtion) 
and whether hi.s termination, is justified ? If not, 
to what relief the workman is entitled for 7” 

2. The case of the workman is that on 2-11-1982 he 
joined Ihc Shivpuri Branch ws a Peon and he was on trro- 
hation against the permanent post; that his services were 
illegally terminated on 20-12-1982. 

i 

3. The case of the management is that the workman was 
appointed as a Icmporary peon for 19 days as.ilnst the 
temporary vacancy caused doe to the temporary absence of 
a workman. 

4. Terms of reference was made the issue in the case. 

5. The workman has not led any evidence to prove his 
case. The management has filed the documents to show 
that the workman was appointed temporarily duo to the 
temporary absence' of the permanent employee. Conse¬ 
quently, the action of the management in terminating the 
services of the workman wa.s justified. Reference is aiis- 
w’ered in favour of the management. Parties to bear their 
ojvn coats. 

ARVTND KUMAR AWASTHY. Presiding Officer 


PRESIDED IN ; 

By Shri Arvind Kiim.'ir Awasthy, 

APPEARANCES ; 

For Workman—Himself. 

For Management^Shri V, N. Mishra. 

INDUSTRY ; Banking DISTRICT : Bik'i.pur (MP) 

AWARD 

Dated, the 16th August, 1995 

This is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. L-I20i2/179/ 
91-IR (B 3) dated 20-8-1991, for adjudication of the follow¬ 
ing industrial dispute :— 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Bilaspur 
Raipur Khestriya Gramin Bank in relation to their 
Kondkara Br.'mch in terminating the services of 
Shri Sunderlal alias Mannidal Sahu, Pait Time 
Sweepcr-cum-Waterman w.e.f. 1-1-1991 and not 
considering him for further employment while rec¬ 
ruiting fresh hands under Section 25-H of the 
I. D. Act is justified ? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled to 7” 


fWr. 6 fUTTHT:, 1995 

'TT. ^TT. 2661—1847 
(l947 ’Flu) ^ STRT 17 ^ ^ 

^ WIT iWTJT TTtm kIrW ^ % SDFWRT 

arWfJrqr t?' Rx^n: siWlPw 
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[rrrt rfT-12012/179/9i-siB^ ?rTX (sfVanf)] 

tfr, RiWT, ^rfttxrrft 


New Delhi, the 6th September, 1995 

[S.O. 2661.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Covemment 
hereby publishc.s ttie award of the Central Ooverrment 
Industrial Tribunal. lubalpiir as shown in the Annexiire, in 
(he industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the mnnagemont of Bila.snur Raipur Kshetriya Gramin Bank 
and their vrorkmen, which was received by the Central 
Gqveruracnt on 6-9-1995. 

{No, L-120l2|t79l9MR (B-Tl 
P. J. MICHAEL. Desk Officer 


2. The case of the workman, Shri SunderlaJ 
alias Mannulal Sahu, is that he was appointed as 
Messenger in the year 1988 at Kondkara Branch 
of Bilaspur-Raipur Kshetriya Gramin Bank and he 
has worked for two years upto 1990; that the 
management has terminated his services from 
Januaiy 1990 and the statutory notice and com¬ 
pensation was not paid to the workman. The 
workman has prayed for reinstatement with full 
back wages. 

3. The case of the management is that the 
workman was jqjpointed on purely temporary part 
time daily rated basis for doing the work of 
Sweeper-cum-Waterman for four hours in the Bank. 
The management has denied the workman has 
continuously worked for two years. Management 
has further pleaded that the workman was a part 
time daily rated employee and his employment 
was terminated on each day on the close of Bank 
working day. The management has further alleg¬ 
ed that the Board of Director of Bilaspur-Raipur 
Kshetriya Gramin Bank after consultation with 
the State Bank of India by which their Bank has 
been sponsored has framed the rules for tempo¬ 
rary appointment of the part time daily rated 
employees: that the services of the workman were 
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terminated as per terms of contract and the work¬ 
man is not entitled for any relief. 

4. Terms of reference were made the issue in 
tile case and the workman examined himself and 
that the management has examined Shri V. N, 
Mishra and produced documents Ex.DU to Dl7. 

5. Workman, Sunderlal Sahu, has stated that 
he was appointed by the Rank for the work of 
Sweeper. He has worked continuously from 
1-12-198S to 31-12-1990. Sunderlal Sahu has 
admitted his signalurcs on receipt Ex, Djl to Ex. 
D|5. From Ex. D|] to Ex. D'S it is clear that the 
workman has worked only for four hours in a day 
and he was paid for only four hours working. 
Consequently, the contention of the workman, 
Sunderlal Sahu, that he has worked for the full 
day is against the documents signed by the work¬ 
man, Sunderlal Sahu has not examined witness 
or produced any document to show that he has 
continuously worked for more than 240 days in 
a calendar year. As against this, from the 
statement of the management witness. V, N. 
Mishra, it is clear that the workman ha.s not 
worked for 240 days and as per terms of con¬ 
tract he was a temporary and daily rated emp¬ 
loyee for four hours in a dav. From the manage¬ 
ment documents Ex.D|6 and F.x.Dl7. it is clear 
tliat the Government of India. Mim'stry _ of 
Finance, has issued the Circulars for the appoint¬ 
ment of Sweepers!Messengers _ in the Regional 
Rural Banks on purely part time and daily rated 
basis. 

6. Conscqueutly, from the statement of Shri 
V, N. Mishra and the documents filed by the 
management, it is clear that the workman, 
Sunderlal Sahu, was a daily rated temporary emp¬ 
loyee for working as a Sweeper for four hours in 
a day. The termination of the services^ of such a 
workman is not covered by the definition of the 
retrenchment under Sec.2(oo)(bb) of the f.D. Act 
and as such workman is not entitled to claim the 
benefit of Sec. 25F of the I.D. Act. and such work¬ 
men are also not entitled for reinstatement on 
account of the violation of the provisions of Sec. 
25F of the I.D. Act. 'Die Hon’ble Supreme 
Court in case of Madhvamik Siksha Parishad Vs. 
Anil Kumar fl994-II-ELJ n. 977) has held that 
the persons working on ad hoc post which was 
not sanctioned has no right for regidarisntion 
because such persons have no status under the 
I.D. Art on the basis of completic'ti of 240 days 
days service. 

7. In case of P. S. Anitba Vs. Asstl. Director 
of Tea Development Board Kotayam (1955 Tab. 
I.C. 37), Director, Institute of Management Deve¬ 
lopment Vs, Pushpa Srivastava (AIR 1992 Sc. 
2070 & Surendra Kumar Gyani Vs. State of 
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Rajasthan (AIR 1993 SC. 115) it is held that the 
termination of the service of tlie casual employee 
on the expiry of the contract does not amount to 
retrenchment. The Circulars Ex.Djb and Ex.D7 
by which the workman was employed appear to 
be fair and there is no evidence to sliow tliat the 
terms of appointment were improper or uniust. 
Consequently, the workman is not entitled for 
the reinstatement firstly because it is not proved 
that he worked for 240 days in a calendar year 
and .secondly because in view of the terms of con¬ 
tract his termination is not covered by the defini¬ 
tion of retrenchment. 

8. The action of the management is termi¬ 
nating the service of Shri Sunderlal alias Mannu- 
lal Sahu Part Time Swceper-cum-Waterman w.e.f. 
1-1-1991 and not considering him for further 
employment was just and proper. Reference is 
answered in favour of the management. Parties 
to bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding 

Officer 
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New Delhi, the 6th September, 1995 

S-0. 2662.—Tn pursuance of Sec'ion 17 of the 
Industrial DLspute.s Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central GoveVnment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Mahakaiishal T'.shetriya Gramcen Bank and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the 6-9-95. 

[No. L-12011|68|89-TR(BI)1 
P. J. MICHAEL, Desk Officer, 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT TNDUSTRIAT. 
TRTBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. JABALPUR 

(MP). 

CASE REF. NOl. CGlTiLC(R) (16) |1990 
BETWEEN 

ShVi Niranjan Singh Reghuvanshi, Clerk cum- 
Cashier, C\o Shri P. N. Sharma, 551, 
Gorakhpur, Jahalpiir-482001 (MP). 

AND 
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’ Ttie Chiairinan.'M^akaustai Kshetriya Gramm 
Bank, Head'Office, 164, Shivajiward (Civil 
Lines), Nersinghpur (MP)-487001- 


PRESIDED : By Shri Arviad Kumar Awasthy. 

APPEARANCES i 

For Workman ; Shri P. N. Sharma. 

For Management ; Shri Raroria, 

INDUSTRY : Banking. District ; Narsinghpur 

(MP). 

AWARD 

Dated : July 28, 1995 

Tliis is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. L-120111 
68|89-IR(B) Dated 11-1-1990, for adjudication of the 
following industrial dispute :— 

THE SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Maha- 
kaushal Kshetriya Grameen Bank, Narsingh¬ 
pur in terminating the services of Shri Ni- 
ranjan Singh Raghuvanshi, Clerk-cum- 
Cashier, from 31-7-1988 in violation of Sec¬ 
tion 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 is jusnfied. If not, to what relief the 
WOTkman concerned is entitled ?" 

2. The case of the workman is that he was employ¬ 
ed as a Qerk-cum-Cashier at Branch Office Sarsla, 
District Narsinghpui: on 25-5-1987 and his services 
w^e terminated by the management on 31-7-1988 
without giving him the required notice under Sec. 25F 
of the I.D. Act. Workman has prayed for reinstate¬ 
ment. 

3. The case of the management is that the workman 
was engaged during the year 1987 on daily wage basis 
for fermporary period; that his appointment was not 
on sanctioned post; that his servides were utilised be¬ 
cause of temporary and casual requirement; that the 
services of the workman were terminated as he was 
no longer required. 

4. Terns of reference wa.s made the issue in the 
case. 


5. Workman has not led any '-vidence and absented 
himself on the date of evidence. Management has 
filed an affidavit of Shri Mahcndra Kumar Tiwari. 
From the evidence of the management, it is clear that 
the workman was appointed on daily wages on tempo¬ 
rary basis with the understanding that he will be re¬ 
gularised after the selection by the management; that 
the workman failed to succeed in the test. Conse¬ 
quently, the termination of the workman is justified. 
Reference is answered in favour of the management. 
Parties to bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding Officer. 
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New Delhi, the Hth Septerab'r, 1995 

S.O. 2663.—^In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Govebiment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Asstt, Engineer (Phones), Nagpur and their work¬ 
men, which was received the Central Government 
on 8-9-95. 

[No. L-40012l25l87-D.n(B)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR (MP). 

Case Ref. No. CGIT|LC(R)(51)|1988 

BETWEEN 

Shri Sunil Baribhau rcpreseme<l through the 
President, AH India P & T Employees Fede¬ 
ration, Triratna, 62, Old Subhedar Lay-out 
Extension, Nagpur (MS), 

AND 

The Assistant Engineers (Phones), Nagppr 
(MS)'. 

PRESIDED IN ; By Shri Arvind Kumar 
Awasthy, 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman : None. 

For Management : Shri Chattani. 

INDUSTRY : P&T. Distt. ; Nagpur (MS). 

AWARD 

Dated ; August 7, 1995 
This is a reference made by the Central Govern¬ 
ment, Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. L- 
40012125|87-D.II(B) dated 17|19-5-1988 for adju¬ 
dication of the following industrial dispute :— 

THE SCHEDULE 

'‘Whether the action of the Assistant Engineer 
(Phones) Nagpulr in terminating Shri Sunil 
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Baribhau from service with effect from 
14-2-1987 is legal I justified ? If not, to 
what relief the workman concerned is entitl¬ 
ed ?’’ 

2. The case of the workman is that he has worked 
as daily wages Class IV Employee in the industrial 
establishment of thei management from 1-9-1985; that 
the workman has continuously worked for 545 days 
in one and half year; that the services of the workman 
were illegally terminated and as such he is entitled for 
reinstatement with back wages. 

3. The case of the management is that the workman 
has not continuously worked for 545 days, hut he has 
worked 438 days with several breaks; that the work¬ 
man was appointed on daily rated basis for the casual 
nature of work on temporary basis; that his services 
were not required as there was no work; that the 
management has not violated the provisions of Sec. 
25F of the I.D. Act. Workman is not entitled for 
any relief. 

4. Tferms of reference were made the issue in the 
case. 

5. The workman has failed to prove his case in spite 
of repeated opportunities. Workman has not conti¬ 
nuously worked for 545 days as alleged and as such, 
it is not proved that his termination from service was 
unjustified. Workman is not entitled for any relief. 
Reference is answered in favour of the management 
No c^der as to costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding Officer. 
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New Delhi, the 11th September, 1995 

S.O. 2664.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Govertiment heijcby publishes the awart^ 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Gun Carnage Factory, Jabalpur and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 8-9-95. 

[No. L-14012|32|S7-D-2(B)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 


IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR fM.P.) 

CASE REF. NO. CGIT|LC(R) (97) 11988 
BETWEEN . 

Shri Halkc, represented through the President, 
Adivasi Mahasangh, Jabalpur (M.P.). 

AND 

The General Manager, Gun Carriage Fectory, 
Jabalpur (M.P.). 

presided IN: 

By Shri Arvind Kumar Awasthy, 
APPEARANCES ; 

For Workman : Shri J. L. Saraf, Advocate. 

For Management : Shri B. De’Silva, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Gun Factory DISTRICT ; Jabalupr 

(M.P.) 

AWARD 

Dated : August 17, 1995 

Til!)', is a reference made by the Central Govern¬ 
ment, Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. 
L-I4012I32|87-I>-2(B) Dated 4th September, 1988, 
for adjudication of the following indu.strial dispute : — 

SCHEDULE 
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2. Admitted facta of the case are that the work¬ 
man, Shri Halkc, was appointed in the Gun Carriage 
Factory in the year 1963 as Lister Driver and that 
on account of the absenteeism the workman was dis¬ 
missed from service with effect from 10-5-85. 

3. The case of the workman is that sometimes in 
the year 1983 the workma lost hi.s only son and 
ihcrHorc he became mentally ill and could not attend 
the duties on account of the tereatment of his illness: 
that the management has not issued the Charge- 
sheet and without giving opportunity to the work¬ 
man dismissed h'm trtom service with elTect front 
i0-5-1985. The workman has prayed for reinstate¬ 
ment in service. 

4. The case of the management i.s that during the 
f/eriod from June 1983 to November, 1983 the work¬ 
man. Shri Halkc, absented himself from duty with 
out the prior sanctioi of leave or intimation for the 
pcr.od of 140 days; that the charge-sheet was issuer 
against the workman on 5-3-1984; the workman agaii 
remained absent fivam duty unauthorisedly for i 
period of 133 days from 14-3-1984 to 24-7-1984 anr 
again charge-sheet was issued to the workmaft; that 
the domestic enquiry was conducted against the 
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workmtm and on llie basis of the report of the 
Enquiry Officer the General Manager who is the dis- 
' ciplmary authority imposed the penalty of removal 
Irom .service. The management has further alleged 
that the Ordnance Factory, Jabalpur, is noi an in¬ 
dustry and the I.D. Act is not applicable to the 
management. 

5, Following are the issue framed by my learned 
predecessor ; — 

ISSUES 

1. Whether the domestic [deparcmental enquiry 
is proper and legal. If not its effect ? 

2. Whether this Court has no jurisdiction to 
try- this case ? 

3. Relief and costs, 

0, Issue No. 1 ; The management has filed the 
enquhy papers and the finding of the Enquiry Officer. 
The workman has failed to show that the principles of 
natural justice were violated during the domestic 
enquiry. 

7. ITie case was posted for the evidence of the 

parties on 24-10-1989 and since then more then 
five years not a single witness was examined or ap¬ 
peared for the workman. However, notices were again 
sent to the workman for the appearance and inspitc 
of the servee of the notice the workman remained ab¬ 
sent cm 18-8-94, 7-9-94, 11-7-95 & 27-7-95. The 

workman has admitted in para 3 of his .statement of 
claim ihat he was absent from duty. Explanation of 
the workman is that on account of the death of his 
son he lost his mental balance and was unable to 
attend the duty. There is nothing on the record to 
substantiate the defence taken by the workman or 
to show that the domestic enquiry held against the 
workman was defective. Consequently, the manage¬ 
ment has committed no mistake in terminating the 
services of the workman for the unauthorised absence. 

8. The man^ement has not pressed the issue that 
the Ordnance Factory is not an industry. From the 
nature of the work of the Ordnance Factory and the 
number of workmen employed by the factory prima 
facie it is clear that the Ordnance Factory, Khamaria, 
is covered by the definition of industry under the 
1, D. Act. 

9. Consequently, reference is answered against 
the workman and the termination ofthe service of the 
workman with effect from 10-5-85 is held just and 
proper. Parties to bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding Officer. 
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New Delhi, the 11th September, 1995 

S.O. 2665.—^Ip pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Govenunent hereby publishes the award 
of the Industrial Tribunal Hyderabad as shown 
in the Annexure in the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of 
S.C.C. Ltd and their workmen, which was receiv¬ 
ed by the Central Govermnent on the 30-8-1995. 

[No. L-22012|137|94-IR-CUJ 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-1 AT 
HYDERABAD. 

PRESENT : 

Sri A. Hanumanthu, M.A., LL.B., 

Industrial Tribunal-!. 

Dated : 22ud day of June, 1995. 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 83 OF 1995. 

BETWEEN ; 

The Vice President, S.C. Coal Mines, 

Labour Union fINTUC) Srtrampur, 

Adilabad. ■ • Petition^4^ 

AND 

The General Manager, 

Singareni Collieries Company Limited. 
Srirainpur, Adilabad, . . Respondent 

APPEARANCES : 

Sri William Bun'a, Advocate for the Re.spojv 
dent. 

Non for the Petitioner. 

AWA^ 

This is a reference under Section 10(l)(d) & 
(2A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 made 
by the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
by its Order No. 22012!237|94-I.R. C.II, dated 
7-10-1994 fur adjudication of the industrial dis¬ 
pute appended in the schedule which reads as fol¬ 
lows:— 

“Whether the action of the management of 
SCCL in not accepting the request of 
the workmen for postponement of their 
date of promotion from 1-2-87 to 1-3-87 
is ju.st and fair? If not, to what relief the 
w'orkmen are entitled to?”. 

The said reference is registered as Industrial 
dispute No. 83 of 1994 on the file of this Tribu^ 
nal. 

2. This Tribunal issued notice dated 29-10-1994 
to both the parties with a direction to appear and 
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file claim statement and coutner on 6-12-1994. 
On 6-12-1994 both the parties were called absent 
though notice served on them. Since then the mat^ 
ter was adjourned from time to time and on 
19-44995 the Respondent filed its counter and 
for filing claim statement, the matter was adjourn¬ 
ed to 15-5-1995. On 15-5-1995 claim statement 
not filed. The petitioner called absent and no 
representation on behalf of the Petitioner and the 
Petitioner, was set exparte. For enquiry, it was 
posted to 22-6-1995. On 22-6-1995 the Counsel 
for the Respondent submitted that he has no evi¬ 
dence as the Petitioner remained exparte. The 
petitioner at whose instance this reference was 
made, is not taking any interest and the petitioner 
remained exparte. 

3. From the perusal of the docket sheet, it is 
clear that the Petitioners have not evinced any in¬ 
terest in the matter. Since the Petitioners are not 
interested in prosecuting this case. I hold that the 
Petitioners are not entitled to any relief and the 
reference is closed. 

Typed to my dictation, given under my hand 
and the seal of this Tribunal, this the 22nd day of 
June, 1995. 

■ A. HANUMANTHU, Industrial Tribunal-I 
Appendix of Evidence 
NIL 
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New Delhi, the 11th Septpember, 1995 

S.O. 2666.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award 
of the Industrial Tribunal Hyderabad as shown 
in the Annexure in the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of 
S.C.C. Ltd. and their workmen, which was receiv¬ 
ed by the Centra] Govermnent on the 30-8-1995. 

[No. L-22012J246I94-IR CH] 
RAJA LALA, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-I AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT ; 

Sri A. Hanumanthu, M.A,, LL.B 
Industrial Tribunal-I. 

Dated ; 22nd day of June, 1995. 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES NO. 85 OF 1994 

BETWEEN . 

The Vice President, S.C.M.L.U., 

Sriampur, Adilabad . .. Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, S.C. Co. Ltd.. 
Srirampur, Adilabad. ■ . Respondent 

APPEARANCES : 

Sri William Burra, Advocate for the Respon- 
dent. 

None for the Petitioner. 

AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10(1)(d) & 
(2A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 made 
by the Government of India, Ministry of Labcmr, 
by its Order No. 22012j246!94-l.R.C.II. dated 
7-10-1994 for adjudication of the industrial dis¬ 
pute appended in the schedule which reads as fol¬ 
lows;— 

“Whether the action of the management of 
SCCL in not accepting the request of 
Sh. M. Satyanarayana for postponement 
of his date of increment is fair and just? 
If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled for ?’’ 

The said reference is registered as Industrial 
Dispute No. 85 of 1994 on the file of this Tribu¬ 
nal. 

2. This Tribunal issued notice dated 29-10-1994 
to both the parties with a direction to appear and 
file claim statement and counter on 6-12-1994. 
On 6-12-1994 both the parties were called absent 
though notice served on them. Since then the 
matter was adjourned from time to time and on 
19-4-1995 the Respondent filed its counter and for 
filiiig claim statement, the matter was adjourned 
to 15-5-1995. On 15-5-1994 claim statement was 
not filed. The petitioner called absent and there was 
no representation on behalf of the Petitioner and 
the f>etitioner was set exparte. For enquiry the 
matter was posted to 22-6-1995. On 22-6-1995 
the Counsel for the Respondent submitted that the 
Respondent has no evidence as the petitioner re¬ 
mained exparte. The petitioner at whose instance 
this reference has been made is not taking any 





3 (ii) ] 

• ;* " tfTi'VT‘ 'i' ^ p V ' > I ' r ^ - *--- 


3u,ifl»5/wfth'^' 8, 1M17 

---1|--- .V.9fmrar.--=^ --- 


interest to pursue the matter and the petitioner re¬ 
mained exparte. 


3 . From the perusal of the docket sheet, it Is 
c lear that the Petitioners have not evinced any in¬ 
terest in the matter. Since the Petitioners are not 
interested in prosecuting this case. I hold that the 
Petitioners are not entitled to any relief and the 
reference is closed. 

Typed to my dictation, given under my hand 
and the seal of this Tribunal, this .the 22nd day of 
June, 1995. 

NIL 

A. HANUMANTHU, Indusrial Tribunal-!, 
Appendix of Evidence 
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New Delhi, the 11th September, 1995 

S.O. 2667.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal Jabal¬ 
pur as shown in the Annexure in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the man¬ 
agement of W.C. Ltd. and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 
5-9-95. 

[No. L-21011 |27|87-D-m(B)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUST¬ 
RIAL TRIBUNAL'CUM-LABOUR COURT. 

JABALPUR (MP) 

Case Reference No. CGITLC(R)(3)|19H8 
BETWEEN 

28 Security Guards (as per list) represented 
through Shri C.K. Reddy, General Secre¬ 
tary, WCL Mazdoor Sangathan, Behind 
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Savari Gungalow, Naginabaugh, P.O. & 
Distt. Chandrapur (MS). 

AND 

The Sub-area Manager, Hindustan Lalpetli 
CoUieiy, M|s. Western Coalfields Ltd., 
P.O. Babupeth, District Chandrapur 
(MS). 

PRESIDED IN . 

By Shri Arvind Kumar Awasthy. 

APPEARANCES ; 

For Workmen : None. 

For Management : Shri A.K. Shasi, Advocate, 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mines DISTRICT : Chandra¬ 
pur (MS) 

AWARD 

Dated ; August 7, 1995 

This is a reference made by the Central Govern¬ 
ment, Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. 
L-2101 l|27|87-D.m(B) dated 18-12-1987, for 
adjudication of the following industrial dispute :— 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the management of Hindustan Lai- 
peth Colliery of Mjs. Western Coalfields. 
Ltd., P.O. Babupeth, District Chandra¬ 
pur (MS) is justified in denying regulari- 
sation as Security Guards to the 28 work¬ 
men (as per list attached) ? If not, 
. what relief the workmen concerned are 
entitled to ?” 

LIST 

1. Shri Idu Nasir 

2. Shri Katwaru Dwarka 

3. Shri Babulal Singh 

4. Shri Mahadeo Pandilwar 

5. Shri Durgayya Mallayya 

6. Shri Knber Puran 

7. Shr Ganpat Paikaji 

8. Shri Ganpat Dadaji 

9. Shri Naimai Mandal 

10. Shri Parashuram Hajimanthu 

11. Shri Basirkhan Gulab Khan 

12. Shri Mallayya Yellayya 

13. Shri Vasudeo Mahadeo 

14. Shri Gajanand Ramu 

15. Shri Madoli Rayalingii 

16. Shri Manohar Shyamrao 

17. Shri Tulanram Somba 

18. Shri Singaveli Komarayya 

19. Shri Dubba Rayalingu 
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20. Sbri Paranandi Narsayya 

21. Shri Rogula Narsinga Reddy 

22. Shri Ragula Yella Reddy 

23. Shri Ghantala Pocham 

24. Shri Vasant Vithu 

25. Shri Samba Bajirao 

26. Shri Tatipalh Rayamallu 

27. Shri Puran Mohan and 

28. Shri Raja Komerayya. 

2. The case of the Union is that 28 workmen 
(as per list Annexuie I) filed with the statement 
of claim had worked for more than three years on 
the post of Security Guards; that inspite of repeat¬ 
ed notices the management has refused to provide 
the pay scale of Security Guard to the work¬ 
men and the management has also not regularis¬ 
ed the workmen. 

3. The case of the management is that these 28 
workmen was permanent mazdoors and interested 
in getting the job of Security Guard and the appli¬ 
cation moved to the management for being per¬ 
mitted to work as Security Guard initially for the 
purpose of training and understanding the job; 
that the post of Security Guard is a promotional 
post; that on the basis of the report of the Com¬ 
mittee the General Mazdoors are promoted on the 
post of Security guards; that these workmen were 
not found fit for the post of Security Guard and 
as such they are not entitled for the absorption on 
the post of Security Guards simply on the ground 
that they have worked on the post of General 
Mazdoors. 

4. The case was fixed for filing the documents 
by the Union; that the union appeared in the case 
only once on 31T-92. Thereafter, in last more than 
three years inspite of repeated opportunity granted 
to the union neither the union nor workmen 
have cared to contest the case. However, it is an 
admitted fact that these 28 workmen were not 
promoted or appointed as Security Guards; that 
these 28 workmen who were General Mazdoors 
are chiiming promotion to the post of Security 
Guard simply on the basis that they had worked 
as Security Guard for the same period. The case 
of the management is that they have worked as 
Security Guard on their own volition. Promotion 
is a managerial function. Workman is not entitled 
to claim promotion as of their right. Consequently, 
it is held that the action of the management in 
denying the regularisation as Security Guards to 
these 28 workmen was just and proper. Reference 
is answered in favour of the management. Parties to 
bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the lltli September, 1995 

S.O. 2668.—In pursuance of'SCction 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal Jabal¬ 
pur as shown in the Annexure in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of W.C. Ltd., and tljeir workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
the 5-9-95. 

l5Jo. L-22012|1I9|83-D-IU(B)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (MP) 

Case Ref. No. CGITlLC(R)(92)|1993 

BETWEEN 

Shri Sadasliiv Zibhal and otlicrs represented 
through the Secretary, Rashtriya Koyala 
Shramik Sangh, Gandhi Mazdoor Kar- 
yalaya, Abhyankar State, Mahal, Nag- 
pur-2(MS>. 

AND 

The Sub-Area Manager, Sillewara Colliery of 
W.C. Ltd. Post Sillevvnra, Nagpur (MS). 

PRESIDED IN : 

By Shri Arvind Kumar Awtisthy. 

APPEARANCES : 

For workmen; Shri R.N. Mokadey. 

For Management ; Shri Anjani Saran. 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mines DISTRICT : Nagpur 

(MS) 

AWARD 

Dated : July 27, 1995 

This is a reference made by the Central Gm- 
emment, Ministry of Labour, vide its NotificatiOT 
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ANNEXmE'-- 


No. L-32012|ll!)jS3.D.lIt.B!m('C,TI) dated 

20- 4-1993, lor adjudication of the following in¬ 
dustrial dispute 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Sillewara Colliery, Sillewara Sub Area 
of M|s. Western Coalfields Ltd., in deny- 
in promotion of S|Shri Sadashiv Zibhal, 
Chandrabhan Edbaji, Mohan Kachru 
and Shamrao Sitaram, Mech. Fitters is 
legal and justified ? If not to what relief 
the concerned workmen are entitled to 
and from which date ?” 

2 . Inspite of several opportunities the workman 
has n ot filed the statement of claim. However, on 

21- 7-1995 the representative of the Union ap¬ 
peared and prayed for the withdrawal of the case 
and to pass no dispute award. Workmen arc not 
interested in pursuing their case, no dispute award 
is passed. Parties to bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KLIMAR AWASTHY, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the ilth September, 1995 

S.O. 2669.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Aet, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award 
of the Industrial Tribunal Guwahati as shown in 
the Annexure in the industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of NECC 
Ltd. and their workmen, which was received by 
the Centra] Government on the 5-9-95. 

[No. L-22012ll92'R9-IR (C-II)I 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 


BY THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL : 

GUWAHATI : ASSAM 

Reference No, 14(C)] 89 

PRESENT : 

Shri J. C. Kalita B.A. (Hons) LL.B. 

Presiding Officer, 

Industrial Tribunal, Guwahati, 

In the matter of an industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween : 

The Management, 

N<j^rth Eastern Coalfields Coal India Ltd. 

Margharita. 

—Versus— 

Their workmen represented by General Secy, 
Janata Mazdor Sangha, Baragolai, Dib- 
rugarh. 

AWARD 

The reference arising out of the Government 
notification No. L-22012(]92)|89-IR(C.n) dated 
11-12-89 relates to the dispute indicated in the 
shedule below :— 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the Management of 
North Eastern Coalfields of Coal India 
Ltd., Margherita (Assam) in dismissing 
Sri Suresh Acharjee, General Mazdoor, 
is justified ? If not, to what relief the 
workmen concerned is entitled ?” 

On receipt of notice both the parties appeared 
and filed their written statement before the Tri- 
bimal. When the case came up for hearing both 
the parties concerned however amically settled the 
dispute. On 18-8-95 the learned counsel for the 
workmen appeared before this Tribunal with a 
petition that the dispute pending is settled outside 
the court. Management has agreed to reinstate the 
workmen with immediate effect, and tlie workmen 
agreed to the proposal without claiming the back 
wages. 

The workmen now desires to withdraw the claim 
and that effect a petition marked ‘X’ has been also 
filed the Tribunal. The petition is therefore accept¬ 
ed and an award is hereby passed in terms of the 
petition mentioned above. Tlic case is disposed of 
accordingly on this 18th August, 1995 under my 
hand and seal. 

J. C. KAT.ITA. Presiding Officer 
Sdl- J. C. KALITA 
Marked ‘X’ 

Sdl- Shri .1. C. KALITA 
Presiding Officer 
_ Industrial Tribunal, Assam, 

Guwahati 

Before the Industrial Trihunal of Assam at 
Guwahati : 


Ref. No. 14(C)'89 
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Management of-North pastern Coalfield'! of 
Coal India Ltd., Margharita. 

—Versus— 

Their workmen represented by General Secy. 
Janata Mazdoor Sangha, Baragolai, Dib- 
rugarh. 

The humble application on behalf of workman 
Most Respectfully Sleweth ;— 

1. That this reference case was drawn up 
against termination of service of the workmen. 

2. That the management has agreed to reinstate 
the workman if the present case is withdrawn. 
Since the workman is out of emplosment and is 
suffering for longtime, the workman has accepted 
the proposal, and as such their is no dispute also— 

Under the circumstances it Ls prayed that the 
HonTjle Tribtmal may be pleased to dis¬ 
pute the reference as on withdrawal and 
for may pass such further and other- 
order and also as your honour may deem 
fit and proper. 

And the workman as in duty bound shall ever 
pray. 

Sd.-Suresh Acharjec 
Workman 
Sdl-N. Choudharv 
Advocate 
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New Delhi the 11th September, 1995 

S.O. 2670,-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publi.shes the award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure in the indas- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of W.C. Ltd. and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government 
on the 5-9-95. 

[No. L-22011|2!85-DV] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 



IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR (MP). 

CASE REF. NO. CGIT|LC(R)(27) 11986 
BETWEEN ; 

The General Secretary, Azad Koyla Shramik 
Sabha, Chirmiri Area Branch, P. O. 
Dauma Hill Colliery, District Surguja 
(MP). 

AND 

The General Manager. Chirimiri Area of 
W.C.L.C., P.O. Chirimiri Colliery, 
District Surguja (MP). 

PRESIDED IN ; By Shri Arvind Kumar Awasthy. 
APPEARANCES ; 

For A.K.K.S. : Shri Dukhiram BharadwaJ, 
(for all 45 workmen) 

Other applicants : 

For 28 applicants : Shri S. S. Tiwari, Advo 
cate. 

For K. S. Sabha : Shri R. N. Srivastava & 
Shri R. S. Jha. 

For N.C.W.F. : Shri Rohit Arya, Advocate. 

For other union|applicants ; Smt. Sukhar 
juba Boral. 

Shri D.D. Thakur 
Shri Ganga Pd. Tripathi, 

For Management : Shri P.S. Nair, Advocate 
& Shri Mukhyopadhya. 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mines DISTRICT : Surguja 

(MP). 

AWARD 

Dated : August 19, 1995 

This is a reference made by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment, Ministry of Labour, vide its notification 
no. L-22011(2)|85-D.V Dated 30th Januaty, 
1986. for adjudication of the following industrial 
dispute : 

SCHEDULE 

‘Whether the action of the management of 
Chirimiri Area of Western Coalfields 
Limited, P.O. Chirimiri Colliery, Distt, 
Surguja (MP) in not giving an opport¬ 
unity to the workers (listed in the An¬ 
nexure to the Schedule), subsequent to 
their termination from services is justi¬ 
fied? If not, to what relief are these 
workers entitled?” 
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Subsequently, vide another Notification No. L- 
22011|2|85-D.V. dated 14th November, 1986 the 
Ministiy of Labour sent the list of the following 
45 workers ; 


LIST OF WORKERS 


"^Sl. Name 

No. 

Father’s Name 

1. Sri Samin Ansari 

Sri Urmis Miyan 

2. Sri Manharanlal 

Sri Daras Ram 

3. Sri MahettaruK 

Sri Muritram 

4. Sri Jagarnath 

Sri Pitaolbar 

5, Sri Jamaluddin 

Sri Md. Miyan. 

6. Sri Mansoor 

Sri Ehaph 

'7. Sri Bajir 

Sri Idrish 

8. Sri Bidriprafad 

Sri Lallaram 

9. Sri Lalitkuniar 

Sri Nanku Pd. 

to. Sri Baratu 

Sri Gulab 

11. Sri Umashankar 

Sri Dukhiram 

12. Sri Lala 

Sri Kholbahara 

13. SriRajkumar 

Sri Bhajovam 

14, Sri Prahlad 

Sri Pancharam 

15. Sri Mahetlaru 

Sri Kholbahra 

16. SriDharamlal 

Sri Marhu 

17. Sri Ashok Kumar Singh 

SriKapildev 

18. Sri B.adhey8hyam 

Sri Panchram 

19. Sri Lakhan Prasad 

Sri Badhram 

20. SriNarayii 

Sri Tulsirani 

21. Sri Bhagchand 

Sri Mahatar 

22. Sii Ishwarkl 

Sri D.iclhram 

2j. Sri Mahadci) 

Sri Madu 

24, Sri B'larat 

Sri Khiko 

25. Sri K.ambilash 

Sri Sagar 

26, Sri Sonsai 

Sri Goviad 

27, S:-i Aohha 

Sri Bharat 

28. Sri Tik'.rarn 

Sri Panchram 

29. Sri Ger.taram 

Sri Brldeo 

30. Sri Blsiinnth 

Sri Bahuram 

31. SriRaniuath 

Sri Nanku 

32. Sri Anujram 

Sri Sunderrai 

33. Sri Ttras 

Sri Jageshwar 

34. SrLKaviraj 

Kri Mangal 

35. SriBhagrathi 

Sri Gepi 

36. Sri Bijay 

Sri Choudhary 

37- Sri Puiiia 

Sri Ananda 

38. Sri Pradasi 

Sri Eabaji 

39. Sri Agadhu 

Sri Kanu 

40. S' i Dhaniiu 

Sri Narsingh 

41. Sri Anatid 

Sri Mukumsai 

42. S/i YiKlhr>ithir 

Sri Gi,v;nd 

43. Sri Vishun Pd. 

Sri Ramdhin 

44. Sri Navadhan 

Sri BhP'.vaai 

45. Sri Paakaj 

Sri Diiii., B.iudhu 


2. The case of the Union is that the 45 workers 
v/cre employed in the capacity of Genera'. Maz- 
door in Cat. I of N.C.W.A.I. by the management 
of \/estern Coalfields Limited, Chirimiri Area in 
the year 1975; that the 45 workmen were dep¬ 
loyed in so many places like fire ama sidings 
as trammers, belt mazdoors, bucket man and 
telephone line repairers; that these mazdoors 
were also deployed in loading and unloading 
jobs; that these 45 workers had worked from the 
2274 GI/95~9. 


year 1975 to December 1980 continuously for 
five years and their services were terminated 
without giving notice or holding the departmental 
enquiry; that the management have not complied 
with the principal of last come first go and the 
management has also not paid retrenchment com¬ 
pensation to these 45 workmen. It is further al¬ 
leged by the union that the termination of ser¬ 
vices of these 45 workmen was without following 
the procedure laid down in the Industrial Disputes 
Act. It is, therefore, illegal and the case of un¬ 
fair labour practice. It is further alleged that 
the Azad Koyla Shramik Sabha is a registered 
union of the workmen. These 45 workmen were 
employed on various jobs and were paid only 
Rs. 4.50 per day which is not in accordance with 
the service conditions of the workmen. The 
Union has preyed that these 45 workmen are en¬ 
titled to get wages from the year 1975 to 1980 
and that they be reinstated with all other inci- 
dcntial benefits. 

3. The case of the management is that there 
was no employer and employee relationship bet¬ 
ween the persons named in the annexure of the 
reference; that there was no material before the 
Central Government to show that the persons 
muned i \ the annexured at any stage were in the 
employn ant of the manag,ement. The manage 
ment lUi prayed that in absence of the employer- 
employee. relationship they could not raise the 
dispute find therefore the reference is not tenable. 

4. The management has alleged that the details 
of the alleged terminated 45 workmen is not given 
and it is also not stated that when and by whom 
they were employed, the management has alleged 
that the reference is in respect of non-existing fad 
and it is not specific and vague. The maiiagcinent 
has also alleged that the annexured of the reference 
docs not indicate the place of working, period of 
working and the post on which the alleged per¬ 
sons were employed and as such it is not possible 
to make the spcc'fic averments regarding the 
employment of these 45 workmen. The manage¬ 
ment has stated that the names of these 45 wor¬ 
kers are not in Form B Register or Attendance 
Register. The management has stated that no 
vacancies exist in the Chirimri Area and as such 
The marapem-Tnt is net in a position to employ 
the fresh candidates. The management has plea¬ 
ded that the alleged 45 persons were not emp¬ 
loyed in Chirimiri Area and as such the question 
of terminating their services or giving relief to 
these workers does not arise. 

5. The Un.ion[workmen has not filed the re¬ 
joinder. Terms of reference was the issue in the 
case. A4anagement has examined only one witness 
viz. Y.N. Srivastava, Union examined only two 
witnesses viz, Jaennath (W.W. 1) and Bhagiratli 
^W,W.2L 
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6 . The Presiding Officer Shri V.S. Yadav 
passed the Award on 27'6-88. It was held therein 
that the Union failed to prove that 45 workmen 
have worked from 1975 to 1980 and the refer¬ 
ence was answered against the workmen. 

7. The Union, Azad Koyla Shramik Sabha, 
Chitimiri Area filed the Petition No. 3958188 
before the Hon’ble High Court of Madhya Pra¬ 
desh and vide Order dated 2-8-89 the Hon’ble 
High Court observed that the Tribunal com¬ 
mitted an error of jurisdiction by examining the 
question whether 45 persons mentioned in the 
Schedule had ever been employed as the work¬ 
men by the management and the case was reman¬ 
ded to the Tribunal for deciding the only issue 
whether after ter min ation of their services these 
45 workmen they were entitled to be re-employed 
by the management. 

8 . After remand of the case, the Presidng Offi¬ 
cer. Shri V. N. Shukla, vide Award dated 
19-12-1989 ordered the reinstatement of 45 work¬ 
men with full hack wages and all consequential 
reliefs. 

9. The management moved the Petition before 
tire Hon'ble High Court of Madhya Pradesh and 
the Hon’ble High Court by Order dated 
12-12-1994 in M. P. No. 1662j90 remanded the 
case to the Tribunal for deciding that who are 
these workmen to entitle for employment, for the 
identity of the workman and determining the 
question relating to the entitlement and quantum 
of back wages (Please see para 7, 8, 9 & 14 of 
the Order). 

10. The opportunity was given to the parties 
to the reference and other unions and workmen 
appeared before the Hon’ble High Court. 

11.In view of the directions of the Hon'ble 
High Court vide order dated 12-12-1994, paras 
7, 8, 9 & 14, the following are the points for 
con4deration ; 

POINTS 

1. Whether the 45 workmen detailed in 
the annexurc of the reference are those 
workmen who are entitled for the re¬ 
employment & whether the identity of 
these 45 workmen is established? 

2. Whether these 45 workmen are entitled 
for the back wages? 

12. From the perusal of the annexure of the 
reference detailed in para 1 of this award, it is 
clear that the age of the workmen, caste, place 
■of residence or their pemianent address is not 
stated therein. The Union has filed the statement 
of claim, but the age, caste, temporary or perma¬ 
nent adress or address of the place where (hey 


have worked is not supplied by the Union. The 
objection of the management in the written state¬ 
ment in so many words was that the reference is 
bad and not specific and the details of the work¬ 
man were not supplied. Management further 
alleged in para 1 at page 2 of the written state¬ 
ment that in absence of the particulars regarding 
the place of working, period of working, post on 
which the workmen had worked, it is not possible 
for the management to raise the specific aver¬ 
ments. 

13. The Union has not supplied the required 
details of each workman. It is alleged in para 

5 of the statement of claim that these 45 work¬ 
men were deployed in loading and unloading 
jobs, as bucket mazdoors etc. But the statement 
of claim is not specific which of the workmen 
have worked on the jobs of loading and unload¬ 
ing & which workmen worked as belt mazdoors 
etc. The date or month from which these 45 
workmen were employed has also not detailed 
in the statement of claim. The Union has 
.ilso not supplied that documents along with 
the statement of claim to show the place of resid¬ 
ence of each workman proof of their age, caste 
and any such details to fix their identity. 

14. The reference was received by the Tribu¬ 
nal on 24-2-86 and after nine months on 
27-11-86 the annexure to the Schedule of refer¬ 
ence was received disclosing only the name & 
father’s name of the 45 workmen. Inspite of the 
objection of the management to fix their identity 

6 inspite of the fact that the identity of 
the workmen was vague in the annexure, 
the union made no efforts, whatsoever, 
to supply the details; regarding the age, 
caste, etc. etc. to fix the identity of these 
workmen. As against this tlie Union in the 
statement of claim has not specifically mentioned 
the jobs which these workmen were doijig and 
from the month or date from which they were 
employed, the date on which services of these 
workmen were tenninated. The Union has not 
given any explanation of not supplying of the 
names of these 45 workmen to the Commissioner 
or to the Government at the time (4 raising the 
dispute. 

15. Union has examined only two witnesses to 
prove the case. These two witnesses, viz. Jaga- 
nalh (W.W. 1) and Bhagirath (W.W.2) have 
contradicted the statement of claim regarding 
the year of the employment of 45 workmen. 
According to the statement of claim these work¬ 
men were employed in the year 1975, wliile these 
two witnesses, Jagannath and Bhagirath, repea- 
atedly stated in their examination-in-chief that 
the 45 v.'orkmen were employed in the year 1976, 

16. Consequently, it is clear that the union 
has wilfully suppressed the details of 45 work- 
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men which Avas essential to estabhsh the identity. 

In the annexnre supplied with the! reference, the 
required details of 45 workmen are not given to 
fix their identity. This grave lacuna in the state¬ 
ment of claim and the annexure of the reference 
is not due to the oversight by of the union, but 
it appears to be a mischief. Because of these 
glaring defect the management was deprived of 
conclusively establishing that the alleged 45 work¬ 
men have never worked in tlicir colliery, 

17, The Union filed application dated 15-9-1987 
for production of the documents in order to prove 
that these 45 workmen had actually worked in the 
colliery. From the order-sheet, it is clear that on 
26-10-1987 the reply was filed by the management. 
The stand of the management as per para 2 of 
their reply dated 26-10-1987 was that the Atten¬ 
dance Register from 1975 to 1980 and vouchers 
and cash books from 1975 to 1980 are extremely 
bulky and as the workmen were not working with, 
the management, there is no attendance register or 
vouchers in respect of these workmen. Inspite of 
this reply, the Union made no efforts to press the 
application for the production of the dociUments. 
The Union has not prayed the Court to ask the 
management to produce the Attendance Registers, 
Vouchers or Cash books. The Union has also not 
made the prayer for the inspection if these docu¬ 
ments to get the photo or certified copies of the 
relevant vouchers, cash books, relating to these 
workmen. This was extremely necessary for the 
Union to establish the identity of the workmen. 
In view of the anne.xure of the reference and the 
laconic statement of claim by the Union it was 
expected from the Union to ask the Court to 
direct the management to file the Attendance Re¬ 
gisters, Cash Books, Vouchers of these workmen. 

18. Looking to the manner which the parti¬ 
culars of he workmen o establish tlidr identify 
was suppressed, in the statement of claim by the 
Union, I venture to observe that the Union is 
guilty of manipulative silence. It is certainly a mis- 
chievious silence. 

19. In the Award dated 27-6-88 the learned 
Presiding Officer has observed that the reference 
is bad for vagueness and the Union has failed to 
prove that these 45 workmen had worked from 
1975 to 1980. In the second Award dated 19-12-89 
the learned Presiding Officer in last line of para 
16 and para 25 of the Award has obseiwed that 
the reference is vague. The Award does not give 
the details of the persons to fix the identity of the 
45 workmen. It is a settled principle that the suit 
relating to the immovable property the identity of 
the property should be clear either in the plaint 
or in the decree for the effective execution and im¬ 
plementation. In case of a dispute about the identity 

of the property the map is got to be prepared under 
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Order 26, Rule 9 of C.P.C. by appointment of the 
commissioner to pass the effective decree and judg¬ 
ment and to make it implementable. Similarly, m 
case of reinstatement, the identity of the workmen 
should be clear either from the statement of claim, 
terms of reference or from the Award. In this refe¬ 
rence, there is no evidence, what-so-ever, oral or 
documentary, to establish the identity of the work¬ 
men. The Union has wilfully not supplied the 
details to establish the identity. Even from the 
reference or the Award the identity of the 45 
workmen cannot be fixed. 

20. In case of Workmen of M|s. Shalimar Works 
I.t I. Vs. M[s. Shalimar Works Ltd. (AIR 1959 
S. 1271) it was observed that if the reference 
is bad inasmuch as no names of the workers are 
given, the order refusing the relief was just and pro¬ 
per. In para 13 of the judgment the Hon’ble Sup¬ 
reme Court has observed that the list of the work¬ 
men supplied was so bad that industrial tribunal 
did not think it whorthwhile to act upon and due 
to such vagueness the workman are not entitled 
for reinstatement. 

21. In case of Management of Tocklai Experi¬ 
mental Station Vs. Th« Workmen and another 
(AIR 1962 SC p. 1340) at the last of para 6 il 
is observed that where the statement of claim and 
the award are vague then the Award is not main¬ 
tainable. Following are the observation made in 
para 6 of the judgment :— 

. ,It is rather surprising that even when 
the tribunal by its award wanted to grant 
the demand for puja bonus it did not 
think it necessary to clarify at what rate 
the said bonus was to be paid. The award 
is absolutely vague in that behalf and 
that is another infirmity in ttw* award, 
since that is the only point in Civil Ap¬ 
peal No, 459 of 1960 preferred by the 
Station we must hold that the appeal 
succeeds and must set aside the award 
made by the tribunal under issue No. 
1 (a).’’ 

Inspitc of my sustained efforts to find out the 
required details of the workman to establish the 
identity, I find nothing either in the statement of 
claim, award and annexure of the reference to fix 
the identity of the 45 workmen. The Union han 
produced the photo copies of the attendance regis¬ 
ters of these workmen and Shri Jagannath (W.W. 
1) and Bhagirath (W.W.2) were examined to 
prove these documents. The originals of the atten¬ 
dance registers have not been produced. From 
where and how these photo copies were prepared 
by the Union is not clear. Both witnesses, .Tagan- 
nath (W.W.l) and Bhagirath (W.W.2) in the 
cross-examination has admitted that they have not 
prepared the photo copies of the documents Ex. 
W|1 to Ex. W125, Following are the admissions 
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made by Jagaiinath and Bhagirath in their cross- 
examination;— 

“Ex, W|l to Ex. Wl25 were not got photo¬ 
graphed by me but by Shri Dukhiram, 
Ncta. 1 have not seen the original. It is 
not true that these are the forged docu¬ 
ments. I cannot say whether these photo¬ 
graphs are taken by joining two docu¬ 
ments together. Except these documents 
i have no documentary proot that I have 
worked with the management. I have no 
documentary evidence to show that my 
services were terminated.” 

Learned Presiding Officer in his Award has also 
observed that these documents are forged. The 
tribunal has passed the award in favour of the 
workmen on the strength of the adverse inference 
against the management for not producing the 
documents and on the basis of the observation 
made by the Hon’ble High Court in the order dated 
2-8-89 that in view of the terms of reference the 
tribunal has no jurisdiction to examine the fact 
that 45 workmen were the employees of the man¬ 
agement. Consequently, from the documents filed 
by the parties, the exact details to fix the identity 
of the workman cannot be ascertained. 

22. It is chserved in case AIR 1958 SC 512 at 
page 517 and AIR 1961 (MP) 324 at page 328 
that the vague and uncertain contracts are void. 
Condition of defeasance must be clear and un¬ 
equivocal so as to be operative and where terms 
of agreement are vague in the extreme and might 
be interpreted in many ways as there are interpre¬ 
tations, than the agreement must be considered as 
void because of uncertainty. It is observed in case 
of AIR ]959(AP) 551 at page 557 and AIR 
1971 (All) p. 494 that where the terras arc not 
capable of being made certain and so uncertain 
that performance of it is never enforceable, then 
it is void for certainty under Sec. 29 of the Con¬ 
tract Act. Consequently, on account of absolute 
vagueness and non-availabihty of iota of clinching 
evidence to establish the identity of 45 workmen, 
I hold that it will be hazardous to establish the 
identity by recording the oral evidence. The Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal is the first Court of Justice and then 
Court of Law. The public money is not for undue 
enrichment of undeserving persons. 

23. It is already observed that the Union is 
guilty of mischievious silence and suppressing the 
vital facts to establish the identity of the workmen. 
In this hack drop to extend the relief of reinstate¬ 
ment to the workmen is not called for because it 
is hazardous and fraught with risk, and it will also 
adversely affect the administration, industrial peace 
and incite the unscrupulous workman to commit 
forgery and cheating. 


24. The identity of fictitious, imaginary and 
non-exist(ng persons can never be established. In 
this back drop of the case, the Tribunal will be 
groping in dark to find out the non-existing work¬ 
man and it will be a search of a black cat in the 
dark romn which does not exist. 

25. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in case of AIR 
1959 SC 1217 (supra) in para 13 has observed 
that after considerable lapse of time the Tribunal 
would be justified in refusing the relief of reinstate¬ 
ment to avoid the dislocation of industry. 

26. This case was sent to the Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central) Jabalpur for the identifi¬ 
cation of 45 workmen. Before the Labour Com¬ 
missioner for these 45 workmen more than 200 
claimants filed the case. More than four persons 
of the similar name and parentage made the appH- 
c.ation. That on account of the non-availability of 
the original documents or the details of the work¬ 
men, in whose favour the award was passed, the 
R.L.C.(C) was not in a position to fix the identity 
inspite of several hearings in more than six months. 

27. Shri R. N. Srivastava has filed about 30 
applicAtions along with affidavits to show that the 
persons were the actual workmen who had worked 
from 1975 to 1980. All these workmen are resident 
of Bihar. From para 12 of the statement of claim, 
it is clear that these workmen were local persons 
and the workers w'ho have come from different 
states were recruited, but these local persons were 
not given the employment. Consequently, the claim 
made by Shri R. N. Srivastava for the workmen 
who are from Bihar is not in accordance with the 
statement of claim. The dispute was raised by the 
Azad Koyla Shramik Sabha, but during enquiry 
other unions have brcnight their workers to show 
that they were amongsts 45 workmen detailed in 
the award. 

28. Koyala Shramik Sabha has also filed 
affidavits of 33 persons and no explanation is given 
of raising the dispute after inordinate delay of 
more than 20 years. 

29. Shri S, S. Tiwari, Advocate, brought 28 
persons alleging that they are the real workmen. 
Photograph.s of the workman arc filed along with 
the application, 

30. Shri Dukhiram Bharadwaj has stated on oath 
that the workmen who came to report that they 
are the real workmen have never worked in the 
colliery. Shri Dukhiram Bharadwaj is the General 
Secretary of the Azad Koyla Shramik Sabha which 
raised the industrial dispute and was a oarty in the 
reference. Most of the workers appearing in the 
Court were from the appearance of the age of about 
25 j'ears and their statement than 20 years back 
i.e. 1975 they have work'^d for five years is per se 
false and concerned. All the Union leaders and the 
management made a joint prayer in the Court of file 
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the criminal case against the persons who have filed 
the false affidavits claiming that they arc the real 
workers. No doubt as per reference only 45 persons 
were the real claimants and rest of more than 150 
have filed the false affidavit. The criminal action 
against the remaining 150 persons is not called 
for because young boys of 25 years who were 
in Court were of different States and they were 
poor iimocent unemployed and some of the work¬ 
men appeared to be probably the victim of the 
false assurance to provide them the employment 
by the gang or mafia groups workinn in the 
colliery. 

31. Navdhan Dubey was examined and from his 
statement it is clear that his age is 30 years and 
in the manner he has avoided to answer regarding 
the employment it is clear that he has never worked 
in the colliery. 

32. None of the workman has produced any 
documents of the management to show that they 
have worked in the year 1975 to 1980 in the 
colliery. However, Shri Dukhiram Bharadwaj, 
General Secretary, Azad Koyla Shramik Sabha, 
Chirimiri Area, has stated that the case was initiated, 
by him and he used to work in the Chirimiri Colliery 
and that the workers who were brought by Shri 
Tiwari, arc not the real workers who are referred 
in the reference. Shri Ram Shanker Jha has also 
stated that he is working in Chirimiri Colliery tor 
last 28 years and none of the workers who has 
appeared in the case as an intervenor have worked 
in the colliery. Shri S. S. Tiv,'ari, Advocate, appear¬ 
ed for 28 workmen and from the order sheet dated 
16-3-95 it is cl-mr that the 28 workmen have first 
time appeared in 1993 and these workmen were 
never appeared before the Court before 1993 in 
the reference. On 16-2-95 Shri R. S. Jha and Mrs. 
S. Boral and Y. B. Dwivedi for the unions and the 
workman appeared and they have admitted that 
there is no document whatsoever to efichlish that 
the workmen have worked in the year 1975 to 
1986. They further made tlic joint prayer that the 
17 persons who have been given employment are 
impersonators. They have further stated that identi¬ 
fication is possible only by the local police or by 
the C.B.I. and it is difficult for the Court to identify 
these persons. However, Smt. Sukhjua Boral was 
examined and she has clearly stated that sJie has 
never seen these workers in the colliery right from 
1975 and these claimants have never worked in the 
colliery. Nothing exist in the cross-examination of 
Smt. Sukhjua Boral to doubt her statement. Shri 
Ram Shanker Jha has stated that he is the President 
of Koyla Shramik Sabha of Chirimiri Area and 
there is no record to show that these workmen have, 
worked in the colliery. There is nothing in the 
cioss-cxaiuination of Shri R. S. Jha to doubt his 
statement. Shri Dukhiram Bharadwaj also stated 
that five unions who have made the claim before 
the Tribunal has never raised the dispute before 


passing of the Awards and their workmen have 
never worked in the colfiery. 

33. From the above discussions, it is clear that 
incre is no evidence to estabhsh the identity of 
45 workmen referred to in the Award. However, 
in view of the glaring omission regardmg the detaif.s 
ot tiic wurxinan in inc statement of claim, it is not 
at all possible to tix the identify of the alleged 
workmen. 

34. Consequently, it is held that there is not an 
iota of evidence to establish the identity of 45 
workmen and as the union has wihully suppressed 
the details required to fix the identity, it is not 
possible in any manner to estabhsh the identity of 
these persons. 

35. Some unions and more than 100 workmen 
have made unabashed and abominable attempt to 
estabhsh the identify of alleged workmen by nling 
false affidavits and forge documents. All this 
bungling with impunity has happened because there 
was not an iota of evidence regarding details and 
address of these 45 workmen in the state¬ 
ment of claim or in the award. The Union 
has wilfully not supplied the full address 
of these workmen eitiier before the Labour 
Commissioner or during the reference or in the 
statement of claim. The contention of the manage¬ 
ment that the union has supplied the fictitious name 
of 45 workmen is fortified by the record of the 
management and all the attending circumstances 
of the case. Consequently, it is impossible to fix 
the identity of real 45 workmen because of the 
following reasons :— 

(1) Union has wilfully suppressed the details 
of 45 workmen from the inception of the 
case till the award was passed. 

(2) There is nothing in annexure of the re¬ 
ference or statement of claim of the 
Union or in the award to establish the 
identity of workmen named in the 
reference. 

(3) The attempts to estabiisli the identity 
were made by various unions and work¬ 
men after more than 10 years or raising 
the dispute and many Jiuv'c filed forged 
documents and false afiidavits. 

(.4) To guard the justice from such onslaught 
by unscrupulous unions and to prevent 
the attempt of plundering the public 
money and to foster the industrial peace, 
it is necessary that the identify of these 
workmen should be established beyond 
reasonable doubt and not on the basis 
of pieponderance of probabdities. There 
is no clinching details and evidence to 
establish tlie identity of 45 workmen and 
as such it is held that the award has 
become infructuous because of vagueness 
due to incomplete details of iilonlity of 
45 workmen therein. 
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(5) Doctrine of absolute freedom of contract 
has to yield to the higher claim of social 
justice. In dealing with industrial matter, 
it docs not adopt a doctrinaire approach 
and refuses to yeild blindly to abstract 
notion but adopt a realistic and prag¬ 
matic approach. It is observed in case of 
Bombay Labour Union Vs. International 
Franchises (P) Ltd. 1966-I-LLJ 417 
(419) (SC), Orissa Cement Ltd. (1960- 
IJ-LLJ 91 (SC) that industrial tribunal 
can create new obligation or modify old 
ones, if it is found necessary m the 
exigencies of situation. 

36. Consequently, it is held that the 45 work¬ 
men referred in the annextire of the reference by 
the Ministry of Labour, are not identified and as 
such not entitled for their reinstatement. 

37. The identity of these 45 workmen is incap¬ 
able of being established for want of required de¬ 
tails to identify them. That the claim of these 45 
workmen for their reinstatement and wages is not 
tenable and it is hereby rejected. Parties to be 
bear their own costs. 

ARVIND KUMAR AWASTHY, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 14th September, 1995 

S.O. 2671,—In exercise of the powers confer¬ 
red by sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Emplo- 
yec.s’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the 
Central Government hereby appoints the 16th 
September, 1995 as the date on which the provi¬ 
sions of Chapter IV (except Sectiims 44 and 45 
which have already been brought into force) and 
Chapter V aud VI (except sub-section (1) of 
Section 76 and Sections 77, 78, 79 and 81 which 
have already been brought into force) of the said 
.4ct shall come into force in the fallowing areas 
in the State of Bihar namely;— 


si. Name of the Revenue 

Revenue 

Distribl 

No. 

Thaua No. 


1. Mirchai 

.1'’8 

K.aliliar 

2. Daliaritt 

9g 

Katihar 

3. Durt;apur 

ll 4 

Kalihur 

4. B.gana 


Katihar 

5. Tiarpara 

82 

Katihar 

6. Saifgunj 

103 

Katihar 

7. Begana 

102 

Katihar 

8. Daian 

77 

Katihar 

9. Madhuia 

162 

Katihar 

10- Majhtl' 

79 

Kaiihar 
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New Delhi, the 15th September^ .1995 

S.O: 2672.—In 'exercise of the powers confer¬ 
red by Section 4 of the Employees’ State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following amendments in .he 
notification of the Govermiient of India in the 
Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 509(E), dated the 
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8 th June 1995 published in .he Gazette of India 
Extral Or'dinarv ParMI,' Section 3(ii) dated the 
8 th June 1991 

In the said notification under the heading "Elec- 
.ed by the Parliament under Clause (i) of Section 
4 against Serial No. 51, the following entries shall 
be inserted namely:— 

"Klim. Mamta Banerjee, 

Member of Parliament (LS), 

C-4, M.S. Plate, 

B.K.S. Marg, 

New Delhi-110001. 

Permanent Address.—30-B, Harish Chaterjee 
Street, Calcutta-700026 (West Bengal)". 

[No. U-16012|2|95-SS.I] 

J. P. SHUKLA, Under Secy. 
15 fqTIWt:, 1995 
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New Delhi, the 15tli September, 1995 

S.O. 2673.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby pubhshes the award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
(No. 1) Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in rela¬ 
tion to the management of Block-II Area of Mjs 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on. 
6-9-1995. 

[No. L-20012|408|93. IR(COAL)-I] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD. 

In the matter of a reference under Sec. I0(i) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 9 of 1995. 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Block-II Area of Mis. B.C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


PRESENT : 

Shri P. K. Sinha, 

Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employers ; Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

For the Workmen : None. 

Slate Bihar. Industry : Coal. 

Dated, the 25th August, 1995. 

AWARD 

By Order No. 20012(408) 193-I.R. (Coal-I) 
dated 28-12-1994 the Central Government in the 
Ministry of Labour has, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Sec¬ 
tion 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, re¬ 
ferred the following di.spute for adjudication to 
this Tribunal 

“Whether the action of the General Manager, 
Block II Area of M|s. BCCL, P.O. 
Nawagarh, Distt. Dhanba is denying to 
accept the date of appointment of S|Shri 
Ram Rakchcha Tiwary and 7 others as 
per annexure below for the purpose of 
counting their seniority is justified? If 
not, to what relief are the concerned 
workmen entitled?” 

ANNEXURE 

(1) Shri Ram Rakchcha Tiwari. 

(2) Shri Jagdish Prasad Gupta. 

(3) Shri M.P. Madhu. 

(4) Shri Madan Prasad. 

(5) Shri C.S. Jha. 

(6) Shri Surayawali Tiwari. 

(7) Shri S.N. Bharat. 

(8) Shri M. N. Singh. 

2 . The dispute has been settled out of the Tri¬ 
bunal. A memorandum of settlement has been filed 
in this Tribunal. I have gone through the terms 
of settlement and I find those to be fair and rea¬ 
sonable. I allow the prayer and render the award 
in terms of the settlement. The memorandum of 
.settlement shall form part if this award, 

3. Let a copy of this award be sent to the 
Ministry as required under Sec, 15 of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

P. K. SINHA, Presiding Officer 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO. 1 AT DHANBAD 

Ref. No, 9195. 

■[Notification No, L'200I2(408)|93|TR( Coal-1) 
Dated 28-12-94). 



3 540 the gazette OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 30. 1995/ASVlNA 8, 1917 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


Employer in relation to management of 
Block-II Area of M|s. BCCL. 

And 


Their workmen. 

Petition of compromise 

The humble petition on behalf of the parties to 
the above reference most shewth ;— 

(1) That, the Central Govt, by the notifi¬ 
cation No. L-20012(408)|93lIR(Coal- 
l)iDt. 28 12-94 has been pleased to 
refer the present case for adjudication to 
the Hon'ble I’ribunal on the issue con¬ 
tained in the schedule of the reference 
which is re-produced below :— 

“Whether the action of the General 
Manager, Block-II Area of M|s. 
BCCL, PO Nawagarh, Dist. Dhan- 
bad in denying to accept the date of 
appointment of S|Shri Ram 
Rakchcha Tiwary and 7 others a.s 
per annexure below for the purpose 
of counting their seniority is justifi¬ 
ed ? If not to what relief are the 
concerned workmen entitled.” 

(2) That, during the pendency of the 
present reference, the case of Sri Tiwari 


and 7 others were examined and 
found that they have been promoted to 
Grade ‘B’ from Gr. ‘C by office order 
dated 16il8-lI-93 and their notional 
seniority in Grade ‘B’ has been indi¬ 
cated in the above office order, a copy 
of wliich is enclosed herewith which 
forms a part of this settlement. 

("3) That, in view of the above decision of 
the management, there remains nothing 
to be adjudicated. 


It is, therefore prayed that an Award may be 
pas.sed in terms of the settlement. 

For the Workmen. 


Sdi- 

(R.R. TIWARY). For the EnipJoycrs 


Foreman [Member of 
Regional Committee, 
JCMU, 

Block-II Area 


Sdl- 

(S.K. GUPTA), 

Sdl- 

General Manager, B-II Ar. 


Sdl- 

(P.P. ,SINGH) (P.N, CHOUDHARY), 

Area Secy. J.C.M.U. Personnel Manager. 

Witness : PM, Block-II Area. 

1. Sdl-IUigble 


(NAWAGARH) DHANBAD 


BHARAT COKING COAL LTD. 

(A SUBSIDIARY OF COAL INDIA LTD.) OFFICE OF THE CHIEF GENR.AL MANAGER &. BL-II 
CR-II AREA. 

SF. No. CGM;B.n;PD/837/93 


OFFICE ORDER 
Dated, the l6th November, 1993 

As percircular No. CI1/C&5B/PA- IV/4576 dated 9th August 93 of the Diiectoi (P «fe IR), ClL atid on ihe 

recommendation of 1 he committee constituted at the Area, the following Foreman, Tech. & SupvT. G/, ‘B' of 

Block-II Area who were initially appointed as Asrtt. Foreman in Tech & Supvr. Gr. 'C' and promoted in Tech, & 
Supvf. Area Gr. ‘B' fiom the date as indicated against their names arc hereby placed in Tech. & Supvr. Gr. ‘B’ 
notiouahy from the date they were confirmed in Te4h. & Supvr. ‘C’ which is also indicated against their names. 
They will not be given the benefit of any back wages, but they would be ell'giblc for notional lEaf/co. 


SI .No. Name Trade 

Since when 

Date of promotion 

Effective of not'onal 

Unit 



in Gr. ‘C’ 

in Grade ‘B’ 

seniority in Gr 'B' 



S/Shri 





1. 

S N, Bhagat, Asst, Forman 
(Mech) 

2-9-86 

14-5-93 

2-9-87 

Benidih 

2. 

M. p, Madhu -do- 

4-9-86 

-do- 

2-9-87 

Bciddih 

3. 

M. N. Singh -do- 

4-9-86 

-do- 

4-9-87 

JOCP 

4. 

C S. Jha -do- 

15-9-86 

-do- 

15-9-87 

BOCP 

5. 

R. R. Tiwary -do- 

15-9-86 

-do- 

do- 

Benidih 

6. 

Madan Prasad -do- 

16-9-86 

T 

o 

16-9-87 

NOCP 

7 

J. P. Gupta -do- 

16-2-87 

-do- 

16-2-88 

Benidih 

8. 

S. N. Singh -do- 

27-5-87 

-do- 

27-5-88 

BOCP 


This order will be effective from 20-8-93 . This issues with the approval of '.he competent authority. 

(Si/ Illegible) 

Area Personnel Manageii Block-II Area 
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TjFfT '-Pr TRW : fWRT 30, U>y5/Wl'fi’'rT 8,1 y I 7 


t«fTJTlI” m 3 (u)] 

?Tt 15 ffTHT^lT, 199 5 

spT.TTT. 26 74-—3rl;rrr(i=K fTTr^ irfsTpr^rfr, 1947 
(1947 qrr 14 ) * 1^1 ?TRT 17 % ^pjTp-iir 

^ % ggs fngYsi^T 

sfk wir ^jf-4TTff ^ gr=g, if' fgfw aftgrfw 

g, g7--i7rT af'lWjTT’ ^fFtTyTrir, 

gggrg ST'PTf'fTcr 'fTT^ f,, gT4:rr 

«fft (r-9-95 'ITT nr'TTffflT gi I 

[ttot (^2001 2/350/91 5 nf. !rp;. (^h-I)] 

-J^gT, iS’PTT yfgrr'^t 

New Delhi, the 15th September, 1995 

S.O. 2624.—In pursuance of Section 17 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby publishes the 
award of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal, (No. 1) Dhanbad as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation 10 the management (-f 
Hard Coke Industry and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government (m 
6-9-95. 

[No. L-20012|350|91-IR(CoaM)] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Sec. 10 (1) (d) 
(2-A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No, 33 of 1993 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management 
of Mis, Hard Coke Industries. 

And 

Their workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Shri P, K. STNIIA, Presiding Officer. 


APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employers—None 

For the Workmen—None. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTh^Y : Hard Coke 
Dated, the 30th Augu.st, 1995 
AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012(350)|91-I.R. (Coal-I), 
dated 4-1-1993 the Central Government in the 
Ministry has, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 
(2-A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the demand of Hard Coke Indus¬ 
tries Karmaehari Sangh for issuance of 
identity card, grant of 12 days casual 
leave and 10 days medical leave, with 
full pay in a year, payment of bonus 
at the laic of 20 per cent for the 
•Accounting year 1989-1990 & 1990- 
91, grant of night duty allowance to 
the workers cf Mis. Mtro Briquette 
Plant is lustified ? If so, to what relief 
the workmen are entitled ?” 

2. The order of reference was received in this 
Tribunal on 9-2-93, Thereafter notice was 
issued to the sponsoring Union to file written 
statement on behalf of the workmen. Thereafter 
another notice was sent by registered post stipu¬ 
lating therein that if no written statement was 
filed by sponsoring Union on 28-12-94, a ‘no 
dispute’ award would be passed in the reference. 
But on 28-12-1994 a petition was filed on behalf 
of the sponsoring Union to grant time for filing 
written statement. Thereafter on four occasions 
none appeared on behalf of the sponsoring Union. 

3. It. therefore, appears that neither the 
sponsoring Union nor the concerned workers are 
interested in prosecuting the reference or that 
they have ceased to have any dispute with tlie 
management. 

Under such circumstances, I render a ‘no dis- 
niite' avvard in the present Tcference. 

P. K. SJNHA, Presiding Officer 
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